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SEVENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL MEETING 


British Medical Association. 


SHEFFIELD, 1908. 


ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 


First GENERAL MEETING, Fripay, Juty 24th. 


opened at the Hall of the Education Department, Sheffield, 
on Friday, July 24th, when the chair was taken by 
Mr. EpmMunp Owen, Chairman of Council, who, in declar- 
ing the Sheffield Meeting of the British Medical Associa- 
tion open, said from what he had seen and heard he was 
sure that it was going to be a great success. 

The Minutes of the last General Meeting were then 
adopted, and the Meeting adjourned until Tuesday, 
July 28th, at 2 p.m. 


ADJOURNED ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 
TuESDAY, JuLy 28TH, 1908. 


Tue adjourned General Meeting of Members was held at 
pm. on Tuesday, July 28th, in the Firth Hall of 

the University. 

a OF NEW PRESIDENT. 

Dr. Henry Davy, the retiring President, who took the 
chair, said he had come to one of the happiest moments 
of his year of office when he had to induct the President- 
elect. in place of himself. The Meeting would not expect 
4 long speech, for he (the speaker) was already moribund 
and was just going to perform the “happy dispatch.” He 
would like, however, to thank the Chairman of Committee, 
the Chairman of Council, the Chairman of the Represen- 
tative Meeting, the officials, and every one with whom he 
been in contact for the great kindness which had been 
shown him during the past year, and which had made his 
= of office so exceedingly pleasant. He desired, 
further, to say how much, as President, he had been 
Impressed with the amount of work which had been done 
vy the Asseciation, under its new Constitution, for practi 
tioners throughout the country.- As President, he probably 
ew better than any one the amount of work done by the 
various Committees of the Association; he had had the 
Minutes of all Committees to read. The work was 
onerous, and he did not think the profession’ appreciated 
sufficiently the large amount of work done by 


| the Committees for the good of the profession, 
| He had the pleasant task of introducing as his successor, 
| Mr. Simeon Snell, F.R.C.S.Edin. Theintroduction seemed 


rather superfluous in Sheffield, where Mr. Simeon Snell: 


| Was very much better known than he. Mr. Simeon 


Snell’s name was a household word in that part of the- 


_ country, and, indeed,-he was known throughout alk 


England for his services to ophthalmology. - [Applause.] 
Mr. Snell had struck the keynote when in a speech on the: 
previous evening he had said that he had obtained the- 


| position because the practitioners in Sheffield and the 
Tae Annual General Meeting of the Association was | 





neighbourhood knew he “played the game.” Dr. Davy 
did not think anything higher could be said of a man than 
that he “played the game.” In conclusion, the retiring 
President hoped Mr. Simeon Snell would have as pleasant 
a year of office as his predecessor. Unfortunately 
Mr. Snell had not been well during the last few weeks, 
and he was sure the Meeting would agree in wishing him 
the best of health and prosperity. 

Mr. Simeon Snell then took the chair amidst loud and 
continued applause. ; 

Mr. Smmeon SNELL said he was sorry, in taking the chair, 
to start with a difference between himself and his pre- 
decesSor. Dr. Davy had said that the task of inducting 
his successor in the chair had made that day the happiest 
in his year of office. But he (the speaker) felt that he had 
come to the happiest day of his life when he was asked to, 
occupy the position in which he had been placed. He had 
already learnt the very great work the Association did, 
and also the admirable services which the various officers 
rendered to the Association. He had become familiar also- 
with the kindness the Association extended to a new- 
comer like himself. 

The next business was the presentation by Professor 
Pyre-SmirH to the author, Dr. W. Smith Porter, of a. 
specially bound volume of the Special Guide-Book to- 
Sheffield. Professor Pye-Smith said that very few men 
could have brought to bear upon a Guide such an amount. 
of knowledge of local affairs, places, and persons as Dr: 
Smith Porter. Unfortunately the author was not present ; 
and he (the speaker) had been told that he intended to- 
escape from the presentation. In his absence, the book. 
was handed to Dr. Sinclair White. 


Annuat MEETING oF 1909. 

The CHarrMAN or Councm announced that the Council 
Meeting that morning had received an invitation from 
Belfast to meet in that city next year. The invitation had 
been received with extreme pleasure, and it was 
with enthusiasm. Belfast had a difficult task to follow 
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Sheffield with its proverbial hospitality, but if there was 


_ one part of the British Empire in which hospitality 


=a be shown as great as that of Yorkshire it was 
Ulster. 

Mr. Stmreon SNELL then presented Sir William Whitla, 
the President-elect for the year 1909, amidst applause. 

Sir Witu1am Wuirta said that, while he had been 
assured the present was not an occasion for a speech, yet 
he could not sit down without expressing his gratitude for 
the honour conferred upon him, and assuring the British 
Medical Association that in the north of Ireland there 
awaited them a hearty Irish welcome. [Applause.] 


Vote oF THanks TO Dr. Davy. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLtp (Chairman of the Representative 
Meeting) said a duty had been entrusted to him which he 
wished had been in better hands, because it was one the 
Association ought to have performed in the very 
best manner possible; it was, that the best 
thanks of the Association be given to the Past- 
President, Dr. Davy, for the way in which he had 
conducted the affairs of the Association during the past 
year. Dr. Macdonald said that he knew Dr. Davy very 
well, because he came from the same part of the country, 
and as West countrymen were notoriously modest— 
[Laughter] —he would not describe his personal quali- 

cations. Dr. Davy had done much work in the 

past year for the benefit of the Association. As 
with all great bodies, such as the Association, there 
was friction sometimes, and the Association would 
not be worth much if there were not differences of 
opinion. There had been a serious difference of opinion 
during the year, and Dr. Davy had done a great deal to allay 
it. As a matter of fact, one of the most distinct and strongest 
differences had been brought by Dr. Davy almost toa state 
of brotherly love. It had not quite reached that stage, but 
was very near it, and no doubt in a short time all friction 
would disappear. He had the greatest possible pleasure in 
proposing that the best. thanks of the Meeting be given to 
Dr. Davy for the way in which he had performed the work 
of the Association during the past year, and secondly he 
had to propose that Dr. Davy be elected a Vice-President 
of the Association for life. 

Sir Vicror Horstzy seconded. He wished to add to 
what he had already said in the Representative Meeting, 
that it was not official work which they saw done on 
the platform for which they were indebted to Dr. Davy ; it 
was work that would never appear to the public eye. 
Members of the Association could not be aware that 
although Dr. Davy lived a great distance from the 
metropolis he caused it to be understood in the Central 
Office that he was always ready to come up at any moment 
to be of service to the Association. 

The resolution was then put and carried with acclama- 
tion. 

Dr. Davy, in reply, said: Mr. President, Ladies, and 
Gentlemen,—I thank you very sincerely for the kind way 
in which you have passed the vote of thanks, and for the 

t honour you have done me by electing me a Vice- 
esident for life. Jt has been a very great source of 
satisfaction to me that I have been able to do anything for 
the Association, and I hope that, having once begun to 
work in it, I shall continue to do so for a great number of 
years. [Hear, hear. | 

The PRESIDENT moved : 

‘That, in accordance with Article X, the Right Honourable the 
Lord Mayor of Sheffield (H. P. Marsh, Esq.), the Pro-Chan- 
cellor of the University of Sheffield (G. Franklin, Esq., 
Lit.D.), and the Master Cutler of Sheffield (H. H. Bedford, 
Esq.) be elected Honcrary Members of the British Medical 
Association, in recognition of the conspicuous services ren- 
dered to the Association in connexion with the arrangements 
for the Sheffield Meeting. 


Having gone through the work in connexion with the 
meeting at Sheffield as he himself and friends had done, 
they were familiar with the extremely valuable services 
rendered by the heads of the City of Sheffield and of the 
University, and it would give the profession in Sheffield 
very great pleasure to see these services recognized in such 
a manner as this. He placed the proposal before the 
Meeting in the most cordial way he was capable of doing. 

Mr. Epmunp OweEN seconded the proposal, which was 
unanimously agreed to. . 

The PrEsmENT announced that the diplomas of honorary 





membership of the Association would be presented at the 
Meeting that night. . 

The Presipent then vacated the chair, which was taken 
by Mr. Epmunp Owen, the Chairman of Council. 


FrnanciaL REport. 

The TreasvuRER (Dr. Rayner), in presenting the balance 
sheet of the past year, congratulated the Association on the 
state of its finances. It was true that the surplus at the 
end of the year was not so large as it had been in many 
years past, but special expenses had to be met. A very 
considerable sum of money had been written off invest- 
ments, all of which he hoped would come back again, and 
the building of the new offices in the Staand had had to 
be fimanced. Taking everything into consideration, he 
thought the members would be very well satisfied. that 
there was a balance at all. He moved: 

That the Financial Statement for the year ending Decem- 

ber 3lst, 1907, be received and adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE REPRESENTATIVE MEETING (Dr, 
J. A. Macdonaid) seconded the motion, which was 
agreed to. 

The TREASURER moved: 

That Messrs. Price, Waterhouse, and Co. be and they are 
hereby appointed Auditors of the British Medical Association 
until the next Anaual General Meeting, at a remuneration 
of £105. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE REPRESENTATIVE MEETING seconded 

the Resolution, which was agreed to. 

The Meeting then adjourned till 8.30 p.m. 





THE PATHOLOGICAL MUSEUM. 


IN the Pathological Department of the University the 
Museum Committee had collected the products of 
many months’ work, and a most instructive exhibition 
of specimens was on view. Special attention had been 
directed to diseases due to dust, tuberculosis, actinemy- 
cosis, syphilis, to renal and eardio-muscular diseases, 
and to radiography. The most interesting specimens 
were found in the Gynaecological Section, which in- 
cluded a fine series illustrating ectopic gestation, con- 
tributed by Drs. Cuthbert Lockyer (London), Arnold Lea 
(Manchester), Hewetson (Birmingham), Macnaughton 
Jones (London), and Scharlieb (London), and several 
sections of an early tubal gestation by Mr. Wade and Dr. 
Watson (Edinburgh), to demonstrate the method of the 
embedding and growth of the ovum in the wall of the 
Fallopian tube and the mechanism of its rupture. Amongst 
a collection of fibromyomas associated with pregnancy and 
undergoing ‘‘ red degeneration,’’ there were two specimens 
that had been enucleated without any interference with 
the course of pregnancy. Other specimens of note were a 
unique hydatid mole in situ (Dr. Favell, Sheffield), 
a rare case of cystic disease of the cervix (Dr. 
Phillips, Sheffield, and one of haematometra and 
haematosalpinx in a uterus bicornis: unicollis, with total 
absence of the vagina, a pregnancy in a rudimentary cornu, 
and a primary myeloid sarcoma of the fundus uteri (Sheffield 
University). . Professor Pozzi, of Paris, contributed a large 
number of ectopic gestations with enlarged diagrammatic 
drawings. In the tuberculosis section were many well-pre- 
served specimens illustrating ‘‘ the ravages of tuberculosis” 
in children (Dr. Mair, Manchester), and some lungs of 
animals which had been injected with the ‘bovine 
type’’ of bacillus derived from the human subject, and 
forming part of the work of the Royal Commission on 
Tuberculosis. Experimental syphilis was illustrated by 
Dr. Grinbaum (Leeds), by specimens from the chimpanzee, 
and included a series of histological slides of the same ; 
whilst Dr. Nicholls (Greenwich) had drawn from the rich 
store of syphilitic leasions at the London School of Clinical 
Medicine. Sheffield itself contributed in great part, as 
would be expected, to the collection of pneumoniokoniosis, 
which, however, was a little disappointing, unless this 
disease has to be relegated to the dark realms of early 
sag as history. Hour-glass stomachs and a leather 
ottle stomach, with a history of anacidity, were sent from 
Leeds ; some specimens of marked stricture of the intes- 
tines described as tuberculosis by Dr. Grey-Turner (New- 
castle), and a unique example of a dermoid cyst of the 
¢aceum from the University of Sheffield. In this section were 
some specimens showing false diverticulum of the sigmoid 
and the results of “ peridiverticulitis”’ (Dr. Telling, Leeds), 
and two rare gas-containing tumours of the omentum (Man- 
chester). A remarkable specimen was the lower lobe of a 


bronchiectatic lung which had. been removed by operation . 
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(Mr. Morison, Newcastle), and close by were specimens of 
bronchial casts from cases of plastic bronchitis and diph- 
theria (Sheffield), A good collection of joint and bone lesions 
included a haemophilic knee-joint and an unusual form 
of rheumatoid arthritis (Dr. Stanley, Birmingham), a 
series of internal semilunar cartilages (Dr. Morison), and 
some fine specimens from the University Museum, of which 
acase of multiple enchondroma of the knee and one of hydatid 
cyst of the femur of thirty years’ duration deserve special 
note. A large and varied collection of over 100 brain 
lesions had been carefully preserved by Dr. Hall. In 
this section were specimens of cerebro-spinal .meningitis 
in children associated with a leptothrix-like organism, 
as well as a diplococcus shown by Dr. Stuart 
McDonald (Edinburgh), who also contributed beautiful 
coloured drawings and photographs, and microscopical 
specimens illustrating experimental cerebro-spinal mening- 
itis in monkeys. The cardio-vascular system was well 
represented, and included some fine specimens of malig- 
nant endocarditis (Sheffield), a rare specimen from a 
cease Of angina pectoris associated with aneurysmal 
dilatation of the left ventricle following embolism 
of the coronary artery (London School of Clinical 
Medicine), a squamous epithelioma of the right ventricle 
secondary to a tongue lesion, and a large series of 
aneurysms from Greenwich and Sheffield, amongst which 
were two specimens of innominate aneurysm which had 
been ligatured by surgeons in 1825 and 1856 respectively. 
From Cambridge had come the specimens of Drs. Harvey 
and Rickets illustrating experimental atheroma produced 
by pressure and nicotine in rabbits, and these formed an 
instructive series. Renal diseases included a fine series of 
calculi, growths, etc., removed by operation by Rutherford 
Morison, and Willan, and a special exhibit illustrating fatty 
changes by Professor Lorrain Smith. As examples of 
tumours were shown an enormous hydatid cyst of the liver 
(Sheffield) and some mixed growths from animals by 
Rowntree (Middlesex) and Powell White (Manchester), 
and near to these was a case of enlarged haemo- 
lymph glands from a case of Graves’s disease (Man- 
chester). Dermatology had received much attention. 
Some most beautiful life-like models were exhibited by 
Professor Neisser (Breslau), Cranston Low (Edinburgh), 
who had prepared his own with great success, and Stopford 
Taylor and MacKenna (Liverpool), whilst amongst the 
coloured illustrations were the valuable water-colours of 
Colcott Fox and Tilbury Fox and the well-known ones of 
Radcliffe Crocker. The histo-pathology of the skin was illus- 
trated by many sections exhibited by Dr. Graham Little. 
Other specimens there were also deserving notice, but one 
can only touch upon the carefully preserved series of 
specimens from the gastro-intestinal tract injected and 
dissected by Jamieson and Dobson to determine the 
paths of infection in malignant disease. Radiography 
was well to the front, and included a large collection 
of prints by Hall-Edwards, Harrison Orton—who showed 
also some lantern slides.of thoracic aneurysms—and 
Hallam (Sheffield), whose prints of foreign bodies 
in the orbit completed a fine collection of metallic and 
other foreign bodies which had been removed from orbits 
by the electro-magnet, and which were exhibited by Mr. 
Snell. One cannot, however, forget to mention the fine 
examples of photomicrography shown by Arthur Connell 
(Sheffield), which were so large and so true as to 
easily hold the foremost place in this line of illus- 
tations. In addition to the histological specimens 
already noted, there were slides showing experimental 
cirrhosis to illustrate a research by Dr. Milne; delayed 
chloroform poisoning in the liver, etc., by Dr. Stuart 
McDonald; and Dr. Cropper again showed some 
fine specimens from a case of pernicious malaria, 
including sporulating bodies and examples of phago- 
cytosis. In all some 150 microscopes were in use, 
and for the free supply of these the Museum was 
indebted to the kindness of Ernest Leitz (London). This 
firm also had on view a modified cheap form of Edinger’s 
projection apparatus, which seemed compact and service- 
able, and a new dark-ground condenser. No new methods of 
preparing specimepvs were shown, but from Cambridge came 
some examples of the large watch-glass method of mount- 
ing entire organs such as the kidney, and, as usual, the 
mounting of their specimens was beyond Criticism. 
Ina room adjoining Mr. John Eliot, of Chester, had fitted 
up a new a-ray couch with orthodiagraph attachment. 
he specimens from London were comparatively few in 
number. On the whole, the exhibit reflected great credit 
on the Committee, and we are indebted to the Secretaries, 
Drs. Phillips and Alfred Barnes, for guiding us round the 
Museum and demonstrating the specimens, 


(To be continued.) 
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ANNUAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 
FRIDAY, Jury 247u. 
J. A. Macponatp, M.D., in the Chair. 
Eection Returns. 
Tue Return of the Election of Representatives of Divisions 
for the year was, with one or two amendments, received, 
and the list of notices of appointment of substitutes for 
Representatives was read by the Mepican Secretary and 
accepted by the Meeting.-On the suggestion of the 
Chairman, Members of the Council who were Chairmen 
of Committees, and who were retiring, were asked to be 
present in order to assist the Meeting in the conduct of 
its work. 
STANDING ORDERS. 

The CHAIRMAN made some announcements with regard 
to the course of business, and then proposed the following 
amendments of the Standing Orders recommended by the 
Organization Committee: 


A, STANDING ORDERS AS TO RECEPTION OF 
. REPORTS. 


Previous Notice. 

Subject as hereinafter provided, no Report by the Council 
or by a Committee to the Representative Meeting shall be. 
considered by the Meeting unless it shall have been sent to 
the Divisions and published in the JOURNAL at least one 
month before such meeting. The exceptions to this rule 
shall be 

(a) That the Council, and such Standing Committees, if 
any, as report direct to the Representative Meeting, 
shall submit, in addition to their Annual Report, a 
Supplementary Report dealing with those matters of 
importance, arising subsequent to the issue of the 
Annual Report of the Council, or of such Committee, 
to the Representative Meeting, in which action has 
been taken, or action by the Representative Meeting 
is recommended. 

(b) That any special Committee appointed by the Repre- 
sentative Meeting shall report in accordance with the 
terms of the instruction given to such Committee by 
the Meeting. 


He explained that this would only take effect. as from the 
end of the Meeting. 

The proposition was agreed to without discussion. 

On the next subclause, which was as follows: 


Form of Reports. 

Reports of Council and Reports, if any, of Standing, 
Committees, to the Representative Meeting shall comprise 
the following : 

(a) Reports~ with specific Recommendations upon ail 
matters in which the Council or Committee con- 
siders that action should be taken involving a new 
declaration of policy or expenditure not already: 
authorized. 

(b) A short Report of all action taken by the Council or 
Committee in accordance with instructions of the 
Meeting. 

(c) A list of matters under consideration 
completed. 


Dr. FoTHERGILL moved that (c) should read : 


A list of matters referred, as also those under consideration 

but not completed. 

Mr. ANDREW CLARK, on behalf of the Organization Com- 
mittee, whilst not seeing the necessity for the Amendment, 
was willing to accept it. 

After a short discussion the Amendment was agreed to, 
and the subclause as amended adopted. 

The following subclause was agreed to without dis- 
cussion : 


but not 


Presentation of Reports. 

The Report of the Council or of a Committee shall be pre- 
sented by the Chairman, or, in his absence, by a. Member, of the 
body submitting such Report, who shall move 

(1) That the Report be received. 
(2) That the Recommendations, if any, be adopted.- 
(3) That the rest of the Report be approved. : 

The adoption of each Recommendation shall be the subject of 
a separate Motion. The approval of the rest of the Report shall 
be moved as a whole, unless the Chairman rule or the Meeting 
resolve that the approval of each paragraph, or of any specified 
paragraph, be the subject of a separate Motion. 


Amendments and Riders. 

(1) To a Motion that the Report be received, no Amendment 
shall be moved. ; 

(2) Toa Motion that a Recommendation be adopted, Amend- 
ments may be moved. a8 

(3) Toa Motion that a Report, or a specified paragraph of a 
Report, be approved, an Amendment may be moved to the effect 
that the Meeting do disagree with, or do refer back to the Com- 
mittee, any specified portion thereof, or that with reference 
thereto the Meeting do express an opinion in terms stated, 
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The following new Standing Order was ‘then moved 
from the Chair : - ee. 
' B. NEW STANDING ORDER. 
References to Central Executive. 

Each Motion or Amendment which is of the nature of an 
instruction or reference to any central executive body, other 
than a Committee specially appointed by the Representative 
Meeting, shall be moved in the form of an instruction or a 
reference to the Council. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL moved, on behalf of the Wandsworth 

Division : 

That all words after the word ‘‘body”’ be deleted and the 
following words be inserted: ‘‘ Shall be considered to. be 
an instruction or reference to the Central Council, unless 
specifically stated in the Resolution to be otherwise.” 

The principle involved was that the Representative Meet- 
ing should: have power to refer matters to any Standing 
Committee for consideration direct, and to instruct it to 
report to the Representative Meeting direct. The Meeting 
ought to possess this power, on the ground of saving of 
sagenee and delay and avoiding red. tape. 

r. BALLANCE opposed the Amendment, and Mr. Larkin 
having spoken thereon, it was put to the meeting and lost, 
upon which the Recommendation of the Organization 
Committee was agreed to. 


PROCEDURE ON MATTERS REFERRED TO COUNCIL OR 
CoMMITTEES. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL moved, on behalf of the Wandsworth 
Division : 

That, when a Resolution which has been submitted to the 
Representative Body is referred to the Central Council or 
elsewhere for investigation and report, it be accompanied 
by an instruction to consult the Division or other body 
submitting the Resolution, with a view to a satisfactory 
elucidation of the principles considered to be involved. 

He thought that if a matter was referred to a Com- 
mittee, it was only right that Represetitatives of the 
Division concerned should be allowed to attend the 
Meeting at which the matter was discussed, and to put 
before the Committee the principles which were con- 
sidered to be involved in the Resolution. 

Dr. Warp Cousins asked whether personal attendance 
of the Representative of the Division was intended. 

Mr. Batuance asked whether such a Resolution was 
really necessary. Was it necessary to instruct the 
Council to consult the Division? So far as he had been 
able to ascertain the Committees of the Association 
made it a rule to consult the Branch or the Division that 
had raised the subject if any difficulty with regard to 
actual facts arose. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL said that having ventilated the point he 
would now, with the leave of the Meeting, withdraw it, 
and this was agreed to. 


IssuE OF AGENDA OF REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 
Dr. F. J. McCann (Westminster) moved : 
That no business shall be discussed by the Representative 
Meeting nor votes taken upon important questions unless 
_ they a: r upon the Agenda of such Meeting. The:Agenda 
» of all Representative Meetings shall be submitted to the 
Divisions at least one month prior to the assembling of a 
Representative Meeting. 
He said that the Westminster Division felt that there was 
some cause of complaint. in respect to what had been 
termed hasty legislation. Such a Resolution as he pro- 
posed would prevent any important business being rushed 
through at the last moment, and would ensure to the 
Divisions an opportunity of discussing and considering 
important questions, and of instructing their Representa- 
tives. 
_ Dr. ForHerGit, (Wandsworth) proposed as an Amend- 
ment that the words “ one month” be replaced by “ three 
months.” 

Dr. Porz.said that it seemed to him that the Repre- 
sentative Meeting would not be able to consider any 
matter which arose after about February if Dr. Fothergill’s 
Amendment was carried. “yo 

The CuHartrMan said that Dr. Pope was right in what he 
had stated. 

Dr. A. Cox (Gateshead) said that if the Representative 
Meeting would be unable to consider any business of any 
kind which arose after February that would at once 
condemn the Amendment. , . 

The Amendment was then put to the Meeting and lost. 


\ 





Mr. BaLLaNcE said that. the Association was perfect] 
safeguarded under Article 35, which said that a decision of 
the Association could not be taken on any matter unless 
it had been published in the JournaL two months before 
the Representative Meeting, and the Association was also 
perfectly safeguarded by the fact that if the matter was 
an important one there must be a three-fourths majority. 

Dr. W. Dovetas (Maidstone) proposed that after the word 
“Divisions” the words “as far as possible” should be in. 
serted, and that the words “at least” should be deleted. 
It was absolutely necessary, if the business of the Meeting 
was to be properly carried out, that the Representatives 
should receive the Agenda in ample time for consideration, 
During the last week before the Annual Meéting nearly 
all the Representatives were exceedingly busy, and it was’ 
very difficult for them to get time to consider the Agenda 
adequately. 

Dr. Joun Brown (Bury and Rochdale) seconded the 
Amendment. 

The CuHarrMAN said that the Meeting must either direct, 
that no business must be taken after a certain date or 
leave the matter where it was. If the Meeting came to 
the conclusion that no work was to appear on the Agenda 
which arose after, say, May, that was a definite instrac- 
tion, and the wish of the Meeting could be carried out; 
but if the matter was left in such a vague way as the 
Amendment would leave it, the present state of thi 
would continue, and matters would be put on the Agen 
if they came up. He would ask the Meeting not to pass 
an Amendment which would bind those who had to deal 
with these matters. He thought that now they were 
getting used to the work they might be able to do a little 
better in the future than in the past. 

Dr. W. Dovceias (Maidstone), with the consent of the 
Meeting, withdrew his Amendment. 

Dr. A. WALKER (South Edinburgh) said he thought that 
in the case of important questions there should be sufficient 
time for discussion by the Divisions. His Division had 
instructed him to support the Resolution of [the West- 
minster Division. a 

The CuHarrmMan asked who was to decide what was 
important business. That was the difficulty. 

Mr. Parkinson (Bournemouth) suggested that the two 
clauses of the Resolution of the Westminster Division 
should be taken separately. The question of whether the 
Agenda should be submitted to the Divisions one month 
or two months before the Meeting could then be voted on 
separately. 

The CHarrRMAN suggested that Mr. Parkinson’s object 
would be met by moving that the latter part of the 
Amendment should be left out. 

Mr. ParkKINSON was not prepared to go as far as that, 
whereupon 

Dr. Mitts (Connaught) proposed that the last pari of 
the Motion should be deleted. This was seconded by Dr. 
GoopaLt and carried. 

Sir Vicror Horstey moved that the first part of the 
Motion bedeleted. He thought the Representatives ought 
not to tie their hands in any way. An important question 
very often arose upon an Amendment, just as it did upon 
an original Resolution, and there was no provision in the 
Motion for dealing with Amendments ; therefore they had 
better get rid of it altogether. . 

The CuarrmaN inquired whether Sir Victor Horsley 
made his proposition seriously, because if he did, it was 
not in order. 

Dr. F. J. McCann (Westminster) said that to meet an. 
emergency it was within the power of any Representative 
to move the suspension of the Standing Orders for the dis- 
cussion of any important matter. 

Dr. Parsons (Gibraltar) was entirely against the Repre- 
sentative Meeting tying its hands in the way proposed. 
an important matter came up only two days before the 
Meeting the Representatives ought to have the power to 
discuss it. Everything hinged upon the word “important. 
The Representative Meeting ought to have power to 
discuss anything it wished, no matter at what time it 
came up. . 4 

Mr.. Parkinson thought the proposal of the Westminster 
Division a very good one, because it prevented any 
important matter being voted upon ina hurry. _He did not 


think there was anything derogatory to the Meeting ink « 


passing such a Resolution. 
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Dr. A. Cox (Gateshead)-said the Meeting was already 
safeguarded as regarded really important matters. Under 
the Articles of Association, Resolutions to repeal By-laws or 
to consider any matter relating to the honour or interests 
of the Medical Profession must be published in the 
JourNAL three months before the Meeting, and that was 
a sufficient safeguard on really important matters. 

The Motion of the Westminster Division, as amended, 
was then put as a Substantive Motion, and lost. 


" RESCIssION OF RESOLUTIONS. 
Dr. FoTtHERGILL, on behalf of the: Wandsworth Division, 
moved : ' 


‘That no Motion to rescind any Resolution of a Represen- 
tatives’ Meeting, arrived at after due consideration of the 
Divisions, shall be in order at any subsequent Represen- 
tatives’ Meeting, without at least two months’ notice of 
such proposed motion shall have been given to the Divisions 

~ through the SUPPLEMENT to the JOURNAL. 


Hé said that at the Meeting‘at Exeter a Member proposed 
that certain Resolutions should be rescinded at once, and 
‘new Resolutions substituted. Under such circumstances no 
Representatives would have instructions from their Divi- 
sions to deal with such matters; it would be improper for 
them to agree to rescind Resolutions without consulting 
their constituents. He thought there should be at least 
two months’ notice. 

Dr. Buist (Cardiff) opposed the Resolution, and took as 
an example the question of nurses’ registration. Only 
within the last two days the House of Lords had made an 
important change in the details, and he thought it would 
bea mistake for the Meeting to tie its hands and bind 
itself to the Resolutions of its predecessors in a case such 
as that which he quoted, in which no opportunity of 
giving notice had been afforded. 

Mr. Larkin supported the Resolution. The Represen- 
tatives ought to know well beforehand of any’ proposed 
alterations in the Resolutions. In a case of emergency 
there was a sufficient majority to suspend the Standing 
Orders at any time. He did not think two months’ notice 
was too much. If it was known that when once a Resolu- 
tion had been passed notice must be given, and that there 
must be full consideration before it could be rescinded, it 
‘would give greater weight to the Resolutions and greater 
value to their deliberations. 

Dr. Rose (Stratford) asked what was the present position 
with regard to rescinding Resolutions. 

The Cuatrman said there was no regulation on the 
point. 

Dr. Jonn Brown (Bury and Rochdale) said that if the 
Resolution was carried, as the Representatives met but 
once a year, a special Meeting would have to be con- 
vened for the purpose of rescinding a Resolution. 

The Resolution was carried. 


VoTE BY CARD or DIVISION. 
Dr. FoTHERGILL moved that to Standing Order III (9) 
should be added: 


In the case of either a vote by card or a division, the names 
‘for or against the Motion or Amendment, of those not voting, 
and of the constituencies which they severally represent, shall 
be entered on the Minutes. 


In voting in the Representative Meeting the names should 
be taken down and entered on the Minutes. That was 
already done in the Council. At present in the Represen- 
tative Meeting when the vote was by card nobody knew 
what had happened. lf it was known that the names 
would be taken down he thought the Representatives 
would take more interest in the business. 
The motion was agreed to. . 


RuueEs oF DEBATE. 

Mr. Batuance (Norwich) moved an Amendment to one 
of the Rules of Debate in the Standing Orders which pro- 
vided that if the Motion “That the question be now put” 
was accepted by the Chairman, it was immediately put by 
the Chairman, and if that was carried then the Motion on 
which discussion was taking place was immediately 
closed. What he wished to propose was that the mover 
of the Resolution should have the right of reply before the 
closure Resolution was actually put to the Meeting. He 





thought it unfair both to the mover of the Resolution and 
to the Meeting that he should be deprived of. his right of 
reply. He proposed the following addition to Rule No. 10: 


If the motion ‘That the question be now put’’ be carried, 
then, if the matter under discussion be an original Motion 
or a first Amendment, the Chairman shall call upon the 
mover of the original Motion or first Amendment to reply 
before putting the question. 


Mr. Armit (Hampstead) seconded. 

Dr. Porr (Leicester) suggested the words “ Motion of 
which due notice has been given” as being clearer than 
“original. Motion,” but did not persevere with the 
Amendment. 

Mr. Parkinson (Bournemouth) pointed out that there 
were two Motions. The Motion, “That -the question be 
now put,” indicated that in the opinion of the Meeting the 
question had been sufficiently discussed; the other 
Motion, “ That the Meeting proceed to the next business,” 
meant that the Meeting thought the Motion improper, and 
that it ought not to have been brought up. He agreed 
that when the Motion is, “ That the question be now put,” 
the mover might be allowed to reply; but- when the 
Motion was, “ That the Meeting proceed to the’ next 
business,” or, as it was sometimes put, the previous 
question, that should not be discussed any more, as it 
indicated that in the opinion of the Meeting the question 
discussed was unsuitable. A distinction ought to be drawn 
between those two Resolutions. 

Dr. Rose (Stratford) thought that Mr. Parkinson’s 
suggestion would be met by Mr. Ballance including in his 
resolution some words giving the Chairman discretion to 
call upon the mover to reply. 

Dr. Buist (Cardiff) asked the meaning of the word 
“ Resolution.” Did it refer to the original Resolution or to 
the Resolution “ That the question be now put” ? 

The CHarrman replied that it referred to the original 
Resolution. 

Dr. Buist thought there ought to be some safeguard 
against the Motion, “ That the question be now put,” as it 
might be moved in order to stifle discussion. 

Dr. Foruercitt asked whether the Motion “That the 
Resolution be now put” debarred the mover from replying 
before the vote was taken. He thought it meant that 
there should be no further discussion by the members 
generally. . 

The Cuarrman replied that the wording of the Standing 
Order did not preclude the proposer having the right of 
reply, but that meaning had come to be attached to it. It 
was an abuse of the Standing Order. 

The TREASURER said that instead of “such Resolution ” 
the words should be “such Motion,” as a Motion did not 
become a Resolution until it had been resolved. 

Mr. J. D. Hituis (East Leinster) said Mr. BaHance’s 
motion merely carried out the ordinary rules of debate, 
and the Chairman had decided the rule as worded was 
not against it; was it, then, necessary for the Amendment 
to be persevered with ? 

SEVERAL REPRESENTATIVES: No! no! 

The CuarrMan pointed out that the point on which the 
discussion was proceeding was as to the Motion “ That the 
question be now put.” When that Motion was made, it 
had ‘to be put without further discussion; but he ruled 
that Dr. Fothergill’s contention that the same obligation 
did not apply to the mover of the original Resolution was 
correct. 

Mr. Batuance thought it should not be left to the 
discretion of the Chairman to say whether the mover of 
the Resolution had a right of reply. He considered it 
should be definitely stated in the Standing Orders. At 
the Representative Meeting in May, 1907, he had himself 
moved a Resolution in regard to the method of electing the 
Council. There was a long discussion, and someone moved 
“ That the question be now put.” The Chairman did not 
allow him the right of reply, and it was for that reason he 
had proposed the — Resolution so as to make the rule 

rfectly plain and explicit. : 

P The rE cc said he was well aware of the mistake he 
had made on the occasion referred to, and nobody who was 
not as gentle as Mr. Ballance would have let him off so 
easily. [Laughter.] He did not think Mr. Ballance’s 
Motion was necessary. The mover of the original Resolu- 
tion undoubtedly had the right of reply, and if it were 
claimed he (the Chairman) would at once allow it. 
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With the permission of the Meeting, Mr. Ballance’s 
Motion was then withdrawn. 

Dr. Pore moved as an Amendment to alter the word 
“ propose” to the word “ move,” and to alter “ Resolution ”’ 
in the fourth line to “ Motion.” He thought that if that 
were done it would make the matter perfectly clear and 
there would then be no risk of confounding a Resolution 
with the original Resolution. 

The TREASURER seconded, and without further discussion 
the Amendment was agreed to. 


ADOPTION OF STANDING ORDERS. 
The Cuartrman then moved that the Standing Orders as 
amended be adopted, which was agreed to. 


CHAIRMAN’S STATEMENT, 

The CuarrMaN said it was understood that the consent 
ef any candidate for election on Committees must be 
obtained. At the last meeting Dr. Buist was elected on a 
Committee without his consent. He (the Chairman), 
considering the election irregular, asked Dr. Nash, the 
Member who had the next highest number of votes, to 
take Dr. Buist’s place. The Chairman’s action was 
approved. 

The CuarrMAN next announced a communication from 
the President-elect, Mr. Simeon Snell, expressing his 
regret at being unable to attend the Representative 
Meeting and to welcome the Representatives to Sheffield, 
and to carry out his intention to entertain them at a 
smoking concert. The President-elect had been -indis- 
posed, and the work he would have to do in the ensuing 
week was as much as he could undertake. 

The CuarrMaN then moved that the meeting should 
thank Mr. Simeon Snell for his polite letter, expressing its 
regret that his health was not sufficiently good to allow 
him to attend, and wish him a speedy recovery. This was 
earried unanimously. , 


Report oF Counci, 1907-8. 

The Cuarrman then introduced the Report of the Council 
for the year 1907-8. (Printed in the SupPpLEMENT to the 
British MEpIcAL JourNAL of May 23rd, 1908.) 

The first six paragraphs were agreed to without dis- 
cussion. With regard to paragraph 7, “ Deaths of Members 
of the Association,” 

Dr. FoTHERGILL (Wandsworth) inquired whether it 
would not be proper for the Representative Body to do 
what the Council did when the Association lost any of its 
Members, namely, pass a vote of condolence. Such a vote 
might very well be proposed from the chair. 

he CuarrMaN said that if it was the wish of the meet- 
ing that would be done at the next meeting, and the para- 
graph was then agreed to. 

Paragraphs 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 were agreed to, 

On paragraph 14, “Balance Sheet and Financial 
Statement,” 

Dr. W. Douctas (Maidstone) said the Council had 
accepted the proposal for the financial statement which 
was recommended by the Committee of Inquiry. He 
therefore proposed : 

That the Representative Meeting notes with satisfaction that 
the Council, in submitting the financial statement for 1907, 
has adopted the form recommended by the Finance Inquiry 
Committee, but regrets there is no reference to their having 
done so in paragraph 14 of the Annual Report, and have thus 
omitted to make clear the desirable change initiated by that 
Committee. . 

He thought the Representative Meeting should recognize 
the great labours of the Finance Inquiry Committee, and 
by opting his Resolution put on record its appreciation of 
the results of the Finance Inquiry Committee. 

Mr. Parkinson (Bournemouth) inquired if it were not 
the fact that the change was made by the instruction of 
that Meeting. 

The CuHarrmaN explained that there had been no instruc- 
tions given at any time with regard to the Finance Inquiry 
Committee’s Report; the Council had had nothing what- 
ever to-do with regard to that Report. The Council, of 
its own goodwill, adopted what was suggested by the 
Committee, but there had been no Resolution passed by 
the Representative Meeting. 

Dr. Buisr (Dundee) seconded the Resolution, and said 
he felt sure it was by inadvertence that the Council had 
not mentioned the matter, 


\ 
\ 





—— 


After some remarks by Mr. J. D. Hituis (East Leinster) 
in support of the motion, it was agreed to. 

The TREASURER then introduced the remainder of the 
balance-sheet and financial statement. 

Upon the paragraph “ Journal Account Expenses 
(Abstract G.) Editorial,” Dr. J. Brown (Bury and Roch- 
dale) said that in his opinion the editorial part of 
the expenses of the Journat should be considerably 
decreased. The amount of money they were spendi 
on the editorial staff alone, that was to say, the Editor, 
the Assistant Editor, and the Sub-Editor, in the way of 
salaries amounted to over £2,000 a year. In addition 
to that, they paid for contributions and reporting £3,500 
a year. The JourNnaL averaged 65 pages a week. The 
editorial staff and the money paid for contributions and 
reporting brought the expenses to £120 a week for the 
JourNnaL. In his opinion, they ought to seek to lessen that 
amount. They were in need of money for their new 
building; and, when they got the Charter, he was wishful 
that less money should be expended on the Journat, which 
supplied them with mental pabulum, so as to use the funds 
of the Association rather in the direction of benevolence. 
In his opinion, they ought to devote at least from £2,000 to 
£3,000 a year out of their income to pure medical bene- 
volence, even if it were necessary to have the JouRNAL cut 
down ten or fifteen pages. [‘‘No, no.”] Well, that was his 
opinion, and they could take it for what it was worth. His 
resolution was: 


That this Meeting, having regard to the fact that the Editor, 
Assistant Editor, and Sub-Editor receive in the aggregate 
£2,012 10s. for their editorial work, recommends that the 
estimates for the contributions—he was not touching their 
salaries at all—and reporting shall not exceed £40 per week. 


He did not know who got the money for the contributions, 
but £40 was a nice sum; but he was willing that the 
contributors should have that £40 a week. 

Dr. T. Larran (Carlow, Kilkenny, and Waterford) 
seconded. 

Dr. W. Douctas (Maidstone, Rochester, and Chatham) 
thought that the worst economy the Association could be 
guilty of would be to have poor journalistic work. Its 
aim should be to make the British Mepican Journat the 
best medical journal in the world. The basis on which 
the Motion had been put was utterly wrong and fallacious. 
He begged to oppose it most strenuously. ; 

The CHAIRMAN wanted to correct another blunder which 
occurred in Dr. Brown’s speech, and which had been 
corrected time after time. If the Association received 
£20,000 from the Journat it could not spend a penny 
on benevolence. 

Dr. Brown said that he was referring to the Charter. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) moved that 
the question be now put. 

The motion was seconded by Dr. Macan (Croydon). 

Dr. Brown, in reply, said that there seemed to be an 
opinion that he wanted to reduce the salaries of the 
editors. He desired nothing of the kind. He thought 
that the cost of the extra articles ought to be reduced. 

The motion of Dr. Brown was then put to the meeting 
and lost, there being two hands held up in its favour. 

Upon the paragraphs headed “ Subscriptions,” ; 

Dr. Krrpy asked what the “other causes” mentioned 
were. 

The TREASURER said that some members fell in arrears 
with their subscriptions owing to forgetfulness, w 
some forgot to pay for an advertisement for a considerable 
time. He proposed to exercise a little extra pressure 1D 
the future, and endeavour to remedy to a certain extent 
the present state of things. If a medical man died leaving 
his family badly off, the Association refrained from 
recovering the subscription due. Sometimes a Member 
would go abroad, and the Association did not get the 
money for some time. He must say that a certain amount 
of honesty was lacking in certain cases. With regard to 
the library, plant and type, the Council considered it only 
prudent to be on the safe side, and the values had been. 
written down by £600 more than in the previous year. 
A new supply of type had been obtained, and the first 
number of the JouRNau in the present month was printed 
in the new type. we 

Mr. Nasu raised the question as to the printing of the 
advertisement sheets. ) 

The GENERAL SECRETARY said that the reason why the 
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contrast was rather marked at the present time was 
because the new type had been introduced in the body of 
the JourNaL. Many of the advertisements had to stand 
week after week, and, owing to the very large circulation, 
they were exposed to a much greater strain than type 
which was distributed from week to week. 

howe pesersnte headed “ Subscriptions” were then 

eed to. 

Upon the paragraphs headed “ Revenue from advertise- 
nents in the JouRNAL,” 

The Treasurer said that the Report showed that, 
although the Association had been charging more for 
advertisements, the number had been fully maintained 
with fewer pages, while more money had been received 
and the cost of publishing diminished. 

The paragraphs were then agreed to. 

Upon the paragraphs headed “Apportionment of 
members’ subscriptions,” 

Dr. Cox said that he was very pleased that the Treasurer 
had put this matter in so much detail, but there was one 
item which he did not quite grasp. Perhaps it was on 
account of his not being acquainted with finance. An 
estimate of how the 25s. was spent had been asked for. 
Among the items was Is. 3d. written off for depreciation, 
andso on. He wanted to know where that money was, 
and why the item appeared in the tables at all. 

The TREASURER said that they had had to put aside a 
certain amount to provide for depreciation in the value 
af the plant and type. Such a course was invariably 
wopted with all business undertakings. 

The paragraphs were then agreed to. 

Upon the paragraph headed, “The British MEpIcaL 
JOURNAL,” 

Dr. Brown (Bury and Rochdale) asked whether, 
in the case of any Member of the Association who 
sent a letter for insertion in the Journat, there was 
any method by which he could lay any grievance 
wiich he had before {either an unbiassed Subcommittee or 
the Council. 

The CHarrMaN said that there was a Committee, the 
Journal and Finance Committee, which would investigate 
the matter. 

Dr. Brown said he did not complain of the Editor, but 
he had had one letter suppressed. He believed the Editor 
was supported by the Council in that matter, and there- 
fore he (the speaker) did not complain; but he did say that 
when an important letter, or a letter which the writer 
thought was important, was sent to the JournaL, which 
existed to express the views of the writer, and not the 
Editor’s, because the Editor had to express the views of 
the Association, there ought to be some means by which 
the Member who wrote should be able to obtain the 
reason for exclusion. The Council had considered his 
grievance, and therefore he did not complain personally ; 
but he would move the following Resolution—whether it 
was carried or not he did not care very much : 


This meeting is of the opinion that the JoURNAL of the Asso- 
ciation exists among other things as the medium of express- 
ing the views of its members, and that any letter or article 
if excluded the Editor shall reply within a reasonable time 
stating the reason for its exclusion, and if the member be 
aggrieved that there shall be an unbiassed Subcommittee to 
which the question shall be referred. 


ih his opinion the unbiassed Committee ought to consist 
of two members of the Branch Council. If an unbiassed 
pinion upon whether a letter should be inserted in the 
JouRNAL was required, it ought to be possible to appeal to 
two members of the Branch Council, and then an 
unbiassed opinion would be obtained. 

- The CuarrMman said that the word “ unbiassed”” was out 
of order, because it was an insinuation as to the good 
faith of the Journal and Finance Committee. 

Dr. Brown withdrew the word “ unbiassed.” 

Dr. Exiiot-BiakE seconded the motion, and expressed 
the opinion that Dr. Brown had not made an insinuation 
in ahy way. 

- The Cuarrman: I have ruled it, sir; my ruling stands. 
_ word “unbiassed”’ has been withdrawn by the user 
of it. ; 

Dr. Exxiot-Biake: You do not say it is an insinuation 
now. 

- The CuHarrman: It is a distinct statement that this 
Committee is a biassed one. 





Dr. Etuiot-BLakE: That is wrong as regards the word. 
“biassed.” He thought there should be some reasonable 
limit of time in regard to bringing such matters forward; 
it should not be extended sine die. 

. Dr. Burst (Cardiff) thought this case analogous to that 
of a subscriber to a hospital who expected in consequence 
to have free medical attendance. To pass a Resolution 
which would give members the right of interference in the 
management or editing of the JournaL would be a serious 
matter. 

The Resolution was lost, three persons voting for it, and 
the paragraph relating to the British Mepicat JouRNAL 
was accepted. 

On the motion of Mr. Kinsey, the paragraph relating to 
the Central Ethical Committee was received, the CHatr- 
MAN remarking that the report of the Committee would be 
fully diseussed subsequently. 

On the motion of the CHatrman, the paragraph relating 
to the Chloroform Committee was received. 

In the absence of Dr. Drummond Morier, the CHamnmMaAN 
moved that the paragraph relating to the Colonial Com- 
mittee be received, which was agreed to. 

Dr. Pore, Chairman of the Hospitals Committee, moved 
the reception of paragraph 22 relating to that Committee, 
and its approval down to the word “ subject.” 

Dr. Forueraitu asked if the Council wished the meeting 
to approve of that passage : 

Upon the following question submitted to the Divisions, 
namely, ‘‘ Should a certificate be required from the medical 
attendants of all persons attending out-patient departments?” 
the opinion of the Divisions was most equally balanced, and the 
Representative Meeting referred it to the Committee for further 
consideration. Having regard to the voting of the Divisions, 
the Committee does not recommend further consideration of 
the subject. 

That involved the whole question of the out-patients 
department, and the medical certificate, which were v 
troublesome subjects, especially in London. He mov 
that the paragraph be referred back for further considera- 
tion. The Representative Meeting had asked the Com- 
mittee to do a certain thing, and they had not done it. 
The Hospital Committee would have to deal with the 
matter from two points of view, that of big cities and of 
country towns. In country towns the doctor knew every- 
body, but in London people were mostly unknown to the 
profession, and: the gentry moved from one district to 
another. In London medical certificates were absolutely 
essential, and the system was found to be working 
admirably. He failed to see why the Committee should 
decline to go further into the matter because opinions 
were equally balanced. 

Mr. Nasu, in seconding the motion, said he had made 
inquiries at some of the London hospitals, and had been 
informed that 40 per cent. of the out-patients were able to 
pay for their drugs and dressings. 

Mr. GrorGE Jackson replied that people able to pay for 
drugs and dressings were not necessarily able to pay for 
medical attendance. 

Dr. J. E. P. Davies (South-West Wales) supported the 
reference to the Committee, because the ground was deli- 
cate. The United Kingdom Hospitals Conference had 
seemed rather to be opposed to the opinions of those of the 
Representative Meeting, especially with regard te com- 
pulsory payments by patients. The Representative 
Meeting looked upon it as desirable that such compulsory 
payments should cease, whereas the Conference seemed to 
be of opinion that payment for bandages and such things 
should be continued. As they might come into collision 
with the Hospitals Conference, he thought the whole of 
this matter ought to be thoroughly threshed out, and 
should be referred to the Hospitals Committee for the 
purpose. 

Dr. Pore said it was proposed originally last year that 
this matter should go to the Committee, and that the 
Committee should consult the Divisions. Opinions were 
diametrically opposed; some were very strong for and 
some were equally strong against, and there was the same 
division of opinion both in urban and rural districts, and 
the Committee felt that it could go no further. He had 
only to report what the Committee thought, but had not 
the slightest objection to the Report being sent back. _ 

Dr. ANDREW FULLERTON (Belfast) thought this question 
was being rather hurried on. There was a good deal of 
debatable matter, and an opportunity of considermg it 
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should be given during the session. He protested against 
so important a subject being shelved. Last year, at one 
of the Representative Meetings, he expressed opinions 
about hospital abuse. In Belfast he had tried to get 
certain reforms made. He was met in a very friendly 
manner by the Board of Management, which appointed a 
Committee and allowed him to propose certain Resolu- 
tions which had been carried into effect. One of them 
was that a medical man in attendance upon a case should 
be asked to send a letter with the patient, and that a 
patient should not be seen without a letter unless he was 
obviously necessitous. 

The CHarrMaN reminded the speaker that the Resoiu- 
' tion before the meeting was that the Council be instructed 
to draw up a Report on the subject of medical certificates. 

' Dr. FULLERTON said that was the matter he was about 

to refer to, and what he had previously said was by way 
of preamble. He thought that the question of medical 
certificates should be gone into, as it was one of the most 
effective means by which they could deal with hospital 
abuse. There was just oné point he would like to mention. 
Last week he had sent two letters to a medical man telling 
him that two of his patients had turned up at the hospital, 
and that on inquiry he had come to the conclusion that 
they were not suitable cases for hospital treatment. He 
received no reply, and on inquiry ascertained from the 
medical men that they never made any reply to letters of 
that sort. How cont medical men expect the hospital 
authorities to communicate with them if they would not 
reply? The general practitioner said, “If I reply that the 
person is not suitable to be a hospital patient I lose him 
altogether.” If the general practitioner would be public 
spirited enough to run the ris*f losing his patient in this 
way it would be a good thing. He was rather disappointed 
at the way in which this question was taken up by the 
general practitioners. On all occasions, if possible, a 
eer ought certainly to have a medical certificate with 

im. 

The motion— 

That the question of medical certificates for hospital treat- 
ment be referred back for the consideration of the Couneil, 

was then adopted. 

Dr. Pore (Leicester) moved the approval of the 
following : 

Pursuant to the instruction of the Annua] Representative 
Meeting at Exeter (Minutes 121 to 124) the Committee has 
considered the Resolutions of Divisions, and the sugges- 
tions made in the Annual Representative Meeting, with 
respect to the Proposals on Hospital Administration which 
were circulated to the Divisions with the Report of the 
Committee in March, 1907. 

The Committee has also considered, in conjunction with the 
Committee. of the United Kingdom Hospitals Conference, 
the replies of Hospitals throughout the country on the same 
proposals. Certain emendations have been made, and the 
proposals, as amended, are submitted with this Report for 
the consideration of the Representative Meeting. 

With that came the Special Report of the Hospitals Com- 
mittee with regard to hospital administration, the first item 
of which was “ Suggested model principles of hospital 
management.” 

Mr. Larkin inquired how far any Resolution now adopted 
would be binding on the Association. He thought the 
Association ought not to be bound to the proposals, because 
the me: :bers of the Hospitals Conference had not bound 
themselves. He suggested that the proposals should be 
pious statements and not binding on the Association unless 
ey were binding upon the hospitals. 

he CHAIRMAN said the proposals were ideal principles, 
to which the Meeting should subscribe, hoping to get as 
near them as possible. ; 

Mr. Larkin dissented, because a great many did not go 
far enough. 

The Cuarrman said that such Resolutions as left the 
meeting would be a declaration of the policy of the Asso- 
ciation for the guidance of the Hospitals Committee, and 
the Association would endeavour to get the lay committee 
of the hospitals to come as much into unison with the 
proposals as possible. 

Dr. Pore pointed ‘out that the proposals had been 
formulated in direct accordance with the instructions of 
the Representative Meeting at Exeter, where the Hospitals 
Committee had been ordered to take their Report back for 

her consideration. He then moved the first paragraph, 
which was agreed to, as follows : 





I.—SUGGESTED MODEL PRINCIPLES OF HOSPITAL 
MANAGEMENT. 

1. Suitability of Patients for Admission.—That inability to pay 
for adeguate treatment shall be the consideration for the 
admissioi of all patients for hospital treatment. This shalt 
not apply to Poor-law cases. 

He then moved: ; 

2. Subscribers’ Letters.—That the production of subscribers” 
letters shall cease to be compulsory, and that, where possible, 
the system shall be abolished. 

Dr, WALKER (South Edinburgh) thought the clause required 
consideration, because he believed that under such a pro- 
posal many hospitals would cease to exist. He contended 
that subscribers’ letters were necessary in many hospitals. 

Mr. BaLLANcE inquired whether the Resolution was one 
defining the policy of the Association. 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. Batuance then pointed out that it was a question of 
the two-thirds majority, to which the CHarrMaN assented. 

Dr. OpELt (Torquay) thought it impossible to carry out 
the rule. i is 

Dr. Pore pointed out that the matter had been passed by 
some three Representative Meetings previously. 

Mr. Larkin moved that the words “ where possible ” be 
deleted. He thought that a Resolution declaring the 
policy of the Association should be clearly expressed. It 
was no use to say a thing should be done “ where pos- 
sible,” because it was tantamount to saying it would not 
be done. 

Dr. Price(North Carnarvon and Anglesey)inquired whether 
there was not an assumption in the Resolution that the 
body passing it had power to deal with the question. The 
word “shall” was made useof. Would it not be advisable 
and a little more modest if the proposition read, “ That the 
production of subscribers’ letters should cease to be com- 
pulsory, and that where possible the system should be 
abolished.” When the word “shall” was used there was 
an assumption of authority. ; 

Mr. Fercuson (Burnley) said that cottage hospitals 
would lose many contributions if there were no subscribers” 
letters. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead) said that when laying down @ 
model the ideal aimed at should be clearly stated. 

Dr. Watter Situ (London) said that, as it appeared 
that in a great many instances it was impossible to do 
away with subscribers’ letters, if the Meeting idealized too 
mia it would make itself ridiculous. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) had beer 
opposed to the question of subscribers’ letters until he 
found a solution in one large hospital in which the letters 
did not carry the right to treatment, but simply the right 
to observation by the physician cr surgeon. : 

Mr. Horrocks agreed with what Mr. Nash had said, 
and thought if the Resolution were made compulsory it 
would place the staffs of hospitals in a very awkward posi- 
tion. At the Bradford Infirmary the form of the recom- 
mendation was that the subscriber merely recommended 
a patient to the staff of the hospital as a suitable case, and 
it was left with the staff to accept the recommendation 
or not. : 

Dr. Crorton (Boston and Spalding) said in his district 
there were special forms of subscribers’ letters which 
required a medical practitioner’s signature. This had 
given rise to no difficulty, and it was found no unsuitable 
cases went to the hospital—or, if there were, it was the 
medical man’s own fault. 

Dr. Pops thought that if the paragraph were read care- 
fully it would be seen that the most important part was. 
absolute; it was that subscribers’ letters “shall cease to 
be compulsory.” The retention of some form of recom- 
mendation such as one or two Members had spoken of was 
what was meant by the second part of the recommen- 
dation. 

The Amendment was then put and lost. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL moved that all the words after “ com- 
pulsory” be deleted; Dr. Macan seconded. On a show 
of hands the Amendment was lost. 

Dr. E. O. Price (North Carnarvon and Anglesey) moved 
that the word “ shall” should be altered to “ should.” 

This was seconded by Dr. W. Doveras (Maidstone, 
Rochester, and Chatham). 

Dr. Pore said that the proposed alteration would make 
the proposal weaker by making it optional, and he did not 
think it would be wise to weaken it; it would make the 
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proposal an expression of opinion, whereas the Committee 
had laid it down very strongly because it felt very strongly 
on the point. 

Dr. W. Dovuetas (Maidstone, Rochester, and Chatham) 
said that “should” was really the proper word to use, 
taking the whole paragraph. “Shall” had a compulsory 
sense which the paragraph really had not. The “if 
possible” made the “should” a more appropriate word 
than “ shall.” 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) reminded the Meeting that it 
had a carried No. 1, which contained the word 
“shall.” 

Dr. Parsons (Gibraltar) said that it would be very much 
better to leave the words as printed, because the suggestions 
were simply suggestions of model principles. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) said that 
medical men had a right to dictate to a certain extent as 
to how hospitals should be conducted, because hospitals 
could not go on without them. If the medical profession 
said “ shall,” in course of time it would be “ shall.” 

Mr. J. D. Hitiis (East Leinster) asked whether it was 
worth wasting time over an academic discussion. Those 
whom he represented agreed with the recommendation of 
the Committee; it was merely an expression of the 
Committee’s opinion. 

Dr. A. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) moved that the 
question be now put. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) seconded. 

The Motion was put to the Meeting, and lost. 

Dr. A. H. Witiiams (Watford) moved that after the 
words “ shall be abolished,” there should be inserted the 
words “ where it is impossible to abolish the system of 
subscribers’ letters, the said letters shall require to be 
countersigned by a medical man.” 

Dr. CrorrTon seconded the proposal. 


Mr. Percy Roser (Stratford) hoped that the Meeting . 


would not adopt the suggestion, because its adoption would 
mean that medical men were to endorse, and therefore 
consent to the continuance of subscribers’ letters, which 
was the very thing they wished to oppose. 

Dr. Crorton knew that the system worked admirably in 
his district. 

Dr. Pore said the Committee had very carefully con- 
sidered this matter, which had also come up at the Hos- 
pitals Conference. There was great difference of opinion 
about it. It might well be that it was or that it was not 
the best method. The only thing was that if such a rule 
as was proposed was passed it would be quite inoperative. 
If a patient was ill, and if he came to a hospital without a 
doctor’s signature on the back of his letter, he would not 
be sent away. He did not think a great deal of good 
would come from the proposal. He Would not oppose it 
actively, because he did not think it would do any harm ; 
but he thought it would give doctors a great deal of 
trouble. 

The Amendment was lost. 

No. 2, as it was printed, was then carried. 

Dr. Pore then moved the adoption of No. 3: 

3. Investigations as to Suitability—That some means of 
investigation into the circumstances of the applicants for 
relief, by means of an almoner or other agent, shall be 
employed in all medical charities. 

A REPRESENTATIVE asked whether the doctors’ recom- 
mendations were to be inquired into as well as the lay 
recommendations ? 

Dr. Pore said that the paragraph meant that some 
means of recommendation should be adopted. It merely 
meant that the hospitals should start on the business of 
investigation ; it did not prescribe details. 

The paragraph was then agreed to, as was the following: 

4. Recommendations 1, 2,3 to apply to all Patients.—That the 
foregoing recommendations apply to both in-patients and out- 
patients. 

Dr. Pore moved the next paragraph : 

5. Evidence of Suitability—That except in emergencies, 
sufficient evidence shall be obtained on two points: (a) That 
the — is not in a position to pay for adequate treatment; 
(b) that the case is, from a hear point of view, suitable for 
treatment. 

Mr. Larkin asked what the last words in the paragraph, 
“that the case is, from a hospital point of view, suitable 
for treatment,” meant. He supposed that all persons who 
were ill would be suitable for treatment, both from the 
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hospital point of view and every other point of view; he, 
did not mean treatment by the hospital. 

Dr. Pore said that he failed to understand Mr. Larkin’s. 
difficulty, and on the paragraph being put to the Meeting: 
it was agreed to, as was also the following : 

6. Urgent Cases.—That all cases of serious accident and severe: 
sudden illness shall be attended to on their first application,, 
and, if deemed eligible for further treatment, shall be referred 
to the appropriate department of the hospital, but, if ineligible, 
shall then be referred for treatment elsewhere— 

Dr. Pore in moving— 

1. Trivial Cases.—That all cases of trivial accident or illness: 
deemed ineligible for the casualty department shall, after having’ 
been seen, be referred for treatment elsewhere. 
said that it was a very important clause, and he hoped the- 
Meeting would vote for it with a due appreciation of what- 
it was voting for. 

The paragraph was agreed to, as were also the following: 

8. Medical Inspection cf all Cases.—That, on the first visit, no: 
patient be permitted to leave a hospital without having been- 
seen by a registered medical practitioner. 

9.~ Limitation of Work of Medical Officers—That, where pos- 
sible, the number of new cases to be seen on any one day by an 
honorary medical officer shall be limited. 

10. Scope of Special Hospitals —That special hospitals shall 
treat only those cases that come strictly within the scope of 
their work. 

Dr. Pore then moved the following: 

ll. Age Limit for Retirement.—That in all hospitals there shalk 
be an age limit for the retirement of the medical officers. 

Dr. J. E. P. Davies (South-West Wales) proposed to insert, 
instead of the words “ age limit for retirement,” the words. 
“limit to the term of service.” [No, no.| 

The Amendment was withdrawn. 

Dr. A. WaLker (South Edinburgh) asked why the age- 
limit should be mentioned. 

Dr. T. Larran (Carlow, Kilkenny, Waterford) pointed 
out that in many cases assistants would not have a chance: 
until they were middle-aged, and when they became con- 
sultants they would only have four or five years to run,. 
and such cases were rather hard. 

The CuartrMan said the proposed rule was the very way 
to correct that. If there was an age limit, the senior man 
would not live long enough to keep the assistant out. 

Mr. W. G. Boot (Manchester) moved to insert the word. 
“ acting ”’ before “ medical officer.” 

Dr. W. Gosse (Isle of Thanet, Canterbury and Faver- 
sham) seconded the Amendment, thinking there was good. 
reason to retire at the age limit. 

The Amendment was adopted, and the Resolution as. 
amended was passed. 

Ne. 12 was then agreed to as follows: 

12. Co-operation of Hospitals.—That hospitals operating in the 
same area should confer with the object of securing approxi- 
mately uniform regulations for the prevention of abuse. 

Dr. Pore in moving— 

13. Pay Wards.—That there is no objection to pay wards being 
connected with voluntary hospitals, provided that they are open 
to every member of the medical profession, who shall be paid 
any fee to be arranged by him and his patient. 
said this rule had been very much misunderstood. What. 
it said was, No hospital should be allowed to have pay 
wards limited to its own staff. He did not think there 
was any danger of men rushing in to do operations which 
they were not qualified to perform. 

Mr. W. H. Horrocks (Bradford) asked whether the rule 
was anywhere carried out. He pointed out the difficulty 
of hospitals being responsible for work done by men over 
whom they had no control. ; 

Dr. OpEtL (Torquay) thought it would be impossible to 
carry out the rule. Were the members of the profession. 
not members of the staff to use not only the wards of the 
hospital, but also the resident staff ? ’ 

Dr. Foruercitt said this system was in work at the 
Bolingbroke Hospital, which, to begin with, was a nursing. 
home, to which doctors sent patients. Then it was found 
that free beds were needed in South London, and the 
hospital was then developed. Local doctors sent in 
patients, and, if necessary, a member of the consulting. 
staff of the hospital was called in. 2 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) said 
that at St. Thomas’s Home a special medical officer was. 
appointed. Anybody could go there on payment o 
three guineas a week and be operated upon by this medica. 
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officer, but if the patients wanted other medical men they 
had to y them. He did not think this paragraph 
covered tha at all. 

Dr. Larran thought such institutions as those under 
consideration gave rise to a pernicious practice. He con- 
tended that patients who could afford three guineas a week 
to a private hospital could very well afford to go into a 
nursing home and get attendance. The only way to deal 
with this matter was to pass a strong Resolution. 

Mr. J. D. Hituis (East Leinster) desired to see pay 
wards abolished altogether in general hospitals. He did 
not see how the proposal,that a patient admitted to a 
hospital should have the right to call in any practitioner 
he liked could be made to work. He would support a 
Resolution to abolish pay wards, which were the root of 
the evil; but to pass a Resolution that anybody could send 
@ patient into a city hospital and follow him there himself 
would not, he thought, be to the interest of the patient 
under existing circumstances. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) wished to support the Resolu- 
tion; if passed, it would be a considerable assistance to 
Hampstead, and in restraining a tendency evident in other 
London districts and gradually spreading to the provinces 
in connexion with the present system of cottage hospitals. 
Hampstead Hospital was originally a cottage hospital. 
Pay wards were open to the practitioners of Hampstead, 
who attended their cases in the hospital if they thought 
fit; or, if they desired it, a member of the consulting staff 
was called.iin. The system had worked admirably ; it was 
only through the rough riding of the lay element on the 
committee that difficulties had arisen. On this point 
he thought it was necessary to emphasize the principle 
underlying the Resolution. 

Mr. Lark said there seemed to be more than one 
principle underlying the suggestion. As to the one which 
kad been spoken most of he heartily concurred. When a 
hospital did open its wards to paying patients, there could 
be no question that it ought to be done on the cottage hos- 
pital principle, and every medical man in the district should 
be allowed to avail himself of the opportunities afforded in 
that way. But there was another point, and that was that 
while the medical profession was looking after its own 
interests, it should not step on the toes of other 
people. If the thing were to be done in the way 
suggested there would be considerable unfair competition 
with nursing homes. In many provincial towns there was 
a strong feeling on the part of those who had invested 
their money in establishing nursing homes that if the 
Association passed this and adopted the principle that all 
hospitals should establish surgical homes or medical and 
surgical homes of their own, their business would be taken 
from them and it would be unfair competition with a 
legitimate enterprise. While entirely agreeing that if 
pay wards were organized in the way suggested the 
outside practitioner should have the opportunity of using 
them, he urged that the Meeting should not adopt any 
principle that might lead the voluntary hospitals to enter 
inte competition with private nursing homes. 

It having been moved and seconded “That the motion 
be now put,” 

Dr. Pops, referring to what Mr. Nash had said, ex- 
pressed the opinion that the rule covered the case of the 
St. Thomas’s Nursing Home, as the pay wards were con- 
nected with the voluntary hospital. With regard to what 
Mr. Larkin had said, he pointed out that the Committee 
did not recommend hospitals to do it, but stated there was 
io objection to it and that hospitals if they did what was 
suggested could not be condemned. 

On a division the Resolution was carried by 72 to 28. 

On paragraph 14: 

14. Scope of Out-patient Departments.— That consultations 
shall, as faras possible, be encouraged in out-patient depart- 
ments. 

Dr. Fotnercitt observed that Paragraph 6 provided 
that all urgent cases were to be treated on first applica- 
tion, and if eligible for subsequent treatment were to be 
referred to another department, and if ineligible were to 
be sent away; and Paragraph 7 provided that all trivial 
cases or cases of illness deemed ineligible for the casualty 
department should, after having been seen, be referred 
for treatment elsewhere; and he thought it was now 
time that the Association should take up the position 
that an out-patient department was not wanted at ali. 





What was wanted was a consultation department, in order 
that patients who could not pay the ordinary fee might 
get the benefit of a consultation. That was the system 
which was carried out at the Bolingbroke Hospital, where 
there was no out-patient department. If a practitioner in 
a suitable case desired a consultation he gave the patient 
a note to the Bolingbro'se Hospital, where he was seen by 
a specialist, who made a diagnosis and, if necessary, 
offered to see him again. If, then, an out-patient depart- 
ment was unnecessary even in Battersea, which was a 
thoroughly working-class district, he hoped the Associa- 
tion was almost ripe for taking up the position that out- 
patient departments were not wanted at all. An out- 
patient department was not required, except in hospitals 
where there were students. He suggested that students 
should be taught in special places. He moved : 


That out-patient departments should be abolished, except 
for the purpose of consultation. 


Dr. Krrsy (Birmingham) seconded the motion. 

Dr. Macan (Croydon) maintained that out-patient 
departments were necessary for the education of students. 

Dr. Pors, replying upon the discussion, said he had con- 
siderable sympathy with Dr. Fothergill. Progress was 
being made in the desired direction, but he doubted whether 
it was wise just at the present time to make a pronounce- 
ment to the effect that the Association were going to set to 
work to abolish all the out-patient departments of England. 
He could not support the Amendment, as he thought that 
more would be gained by pegging away as was being done, 
and ensuring that all new hospitals at any rate should not 
adopt the system. 

The Amendment was lost. 

Dr. ALFRED Cox (Gateshead and Consett) wished to make 
the matter a little clearer by substituting under the head 
“scope of out-patient departments” the following state- 
ment: “The out-patient department should be primarily a 
department for consultations.” i 

Sir Vicror Horsey seconded the Amendment, which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. Parkinson (Bournemouth), Dr. Bruce Gorr (Lanark- 


_ shire), and Dr. StantEy Gitt (Southport) supported Dr. 


Macan’s observations as to the educational value of the 
out-patient departments. 

Dr. Cox’s Amendment was then put and carried; and 
being put as a Substantive Motion, was agreed to. 

Dr. Pore moved the next rule: 


15. Reference elsewhere of Unsuitable Cases.—That all cases not 
suitable for hospital treatment shall be referred in general 
terms to a medical practitioner, to a public medical service, an 
approved provident dispensary, or to the relieving officer under 
the Poor Law. 


Dr. Artuur Drury (Halifax, Yorks) moved as an 
Amendment an alteration of the words to read: “ That all 
cases not suitable for hospital treatment shall be referred 
in general terms to their own medical practitioner, or to a 
public medical service,” instead of “to a medical prac- 
tioner.” He suggested that if the Recommendation were 
adopted as it stood it would leave it competent for the 
surgeon to simply select one or two doctors to whom he 
would advise patients to go, and he would have the sanc- 
tion of that meeting if the Recommendation were adopted 
as the policy of the Association. 

Mr. Warp Covustns seconded. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) 
inquired if the mover of the Amendment would accept an 
alteration, namely, “usual medical attendant” for “ their 
own medical practitioner.’ He objected to the pos- 
sessive. 

Dr. A. Drury (Halifax, Yorks) accepted the alteration. | 

Dr. Maciean (Cardiff) opposed the Amendment; it did 
not cover the cases of those who had their own medical 
attendant or had several. 

Dr. Pore objected to the Amendment on two grounds: 
First, because it was shockingly bad logic, and, secondly, 
because it was obvious it would not be desirable to waste 
the house-surgeon’s time in getting out, of a reluctant 
patient who his usual medical attendant was, and who 
attended him last, and whether he had paid his bill. It 
would be wasting every one’s time and reducing a plain 
proposition to something it did not mean and was not 
meant to mean. 

‘The Amendment was then put and lost. 
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Dr. Pore then moved the following paragraph : 

16. Co-ordination of Hospitals with Public Medical Services and 
Provident oe there shall be a system of co- 
ordination between hospitals, on the one hand, and public 
medical services and provident dispensaries, on the other, so that 
the hospitals shall refer to the public medical services and 
provident gr cases unsuitable for hospital treatment 
(see paragraph 15 foregoing), and the public medical services 
and provident dispensaries shall refer to the hospitals cases for 
consultation, as well as those requiring hospital treatment and 
nursing, or specially suitable for purposes of clinical instruc- 
tion. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL inquired who was to decide as to the 
provident dispensaries, and moved to insert the word 
“ approved.” 

Sir Victor Horstey seconded. 

Dr. Burst inquired if it were not true that the word 
“ approve ” had a historical reference back to the discussion 
on contract practice. 

The CHarrMan said that was the fact. 

Dr. Lanepon-Down pointed out that the word occurred 
in No. 15. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL withdrew his Amendment. 

Paragraph 16 was then put as printed, and carried. 

The Cuarrman then moved the following : 

17. Notices to Facilitate Co- ee notices be posted 
in out-patient and casualty departments of hospitals calling 
attention to public medical services or approved provident 
dispensaries in the neighbourhood. 

18. Reference of Cases for Special Advice.—That a member of 
a public medical service or, provident dispensary, or other 
patient referred to a hospital for consultation, with a private 
note or personally, by a general practitioner in attendance, 
should be referred back to such medical attendant with a 
statement of the opinion of the hospital physician or surgeon 
on the condition of the patient. 


These paragraphs were respectively agreed to. 

Dr. Porr then moved: 

19. Relation of Hospitals to the Poor-law Medical Service.— 
That cases of obvious destitution, or cases already in receipt of 
Poor-law relief, shall, after they have been once seen in the 
casualty or out-patient department, be referred to the Poor-law 
relieving officer, unless they should be retained for hospital 
treatment, and Poor-law patients may be referred to hospitals 
for consultation, as in the case of public medical service and 
provident dispensary patients. n these cases payment 
a required from the Poor-law Guardians if deemed 

visable. 


Dr. WatTER SMITH inquired whether the Committee 
had considered the use of the Poor-law infirmaries for 
medical instruction. An immense amount of material 
was absolutely wasted at the Poor-law infirmaries, and 
yet the Association did not appear to have taken any 
step to bring it before the lay community. 

The Cuarrman said that there was an Amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. J. W. Draper of Huddersfield, namely, to 
leave out the words “if deemed advisable.” The Amend- 
ment was not seconded, and fell to the ground. 

The Recommendation was then put and carried. 

Dr. Porr then moved: 


II.—CotTTaGE HOspPITALs. 
1. Medical Attendance.—That, as far as possible, every patient 
in a cottage hospital have the right to be attended by his usual 
medical attendant. 


Mr. Larkin moved to omit the words “ as far as possible ” 
for the same reasons as he had urged in connexion with 
Recommendation 2. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL seconded. 

Mr. Parkinson (Bournemouth) thought the mover of the 
Amendment could know very little about cottage hospitals, 
because patients went to cottage hospitals from a distance, 
and it was impossible for a man to come six mailes or so to 
attend his own patient at the cottage hospital. 

Dr. J. S. Hoi~pen (West Suffolk) thought the words 
could not be left out; a doctor could not be expected to 
travel ten miles to a cottage hospital. 

Mr. Armir (Hampstead) moved, “ That the question be 
now put.”’ 

Dr. J. Brown (Rochester and Bury) thought the patient 
Should have the right, even if the doctor were twenty 
miles away; there was no reason why the doctor should 
not attend. 

Dr. Macuean (Cardiff) opposed the Amendment, and 
suggested that Dr. Larkin should substitute the words 
“ whenever convenient.” 

The CuatrMan pointed out that that was another point. 





Mr. NasH supported Dr. Larkin’s amendment. He 
thought it very important that the general practitioner 
should be able to attend the patient; and the Amendment 
did not compel the doctor to attend, but only gave the 
patient a right to have his attendance. 

Dr. Pope pointed out that the words were put in deliber-, 
ately, because it was felt that there might be occasions 
when a man was a black sheep, condemned by the rest of 
his brethren in the district, and if the words were omitted 
such a man could not be debarred from coming to the 
hospital. 

It was then moved and seconded that the question be 
put. 

The CuHarrMaAn put the Amendment, and it was lost. 

Dr. Doueias suggested that the right rested with the 
Medical Practitioner rather than with the patient; or, at 
any rate, it was a mutual right; and he thought if the 
recommendation read that the usual medical attendant had 
a right to attend his patient in a cottage hospital it would 
carry out the idea most of them had in their minds. 

Dr. Kirey (Birmingham) seconded. 

Dr. Pore pointed out that the Amendment was giving 
the doctor an implied property in his patient, a principle 
which had never been affirmed. He thought the Amend- 
ment ought to come under the heading of an important 
matter, of which three months’ notice should be given. 

Mr. Rose (Stratford) inquired whether the doctor had 
not been given a kind of property in his patient in a 
previous Resolution on the subject of the pay ward. 

The Cuarrman then put Dr. Douglas’s Amendment as 
follows—namely, to substitute after the words “as far as 
possible” the words, “the usual medical attendant have 
a right to attend his patient at the cottage hospital.” 

The Amendment was lost. 

Mr. Larkin thought the words “have the right to be 
attended by his usual medical attendant” did not imply 
he had a right to be attended by any other medical 
attendant, and moved that the words be, “ have the right 
to choose his own medical attendant.” 

Dr. FoTHERGILL seconded. 

Dr. A. H. Witu1ams (Watford and Harrow) thought such 
words would bring about a position of serious difficulty, 
because it would enable a patient to give up his usual 
medical attendant and choose some one attached to the 
hospital. He did not think that was the object of the 
Resolution. 

The Amendment was put and lost, and the original 
Resolution agreed to. E 

Dr. Porr then moved the following Rules, which were 
agreed to: 

2. Scope of Cottage Hospitals. — That, except in cases of 
emergency, cottage hospitals be only open to those who are 
unable to secure adequate treatment at home. 

3. Contributions by Patients—That all persons admitted to 
cottage hospitals contribute, where ‘possible, towards their 


‘maintenance. 


4. Certificate of Suitability for Admission.—That a certificate 
signed by a medical practitioner within the area be a sufficient 
recommendation for admission. 


Dr. FoTHERGILL proposed an additional paragraph : 

5. Management.—That the management should be vested in a 
Committee on which the local medical profession is adequately 
represented. 


Dr. Krrsy (Birmingham) seconded. 

The CHarrman ruled the Amendment out of order, on 
the ground that it was introducing a new principle into 
cottage hospital management and therefore could not be 
then introduced. 

Dr. Pore then moved the following: 


III. SELF-SUPPORTING PUBLIC NURSING HOMES. 

1. Definition and Desirability —That it is desirable that self- 
supporting public nursing homes should be established for 
patients who, being ineligible for the voluntary hospitals, are 
yet unable to pay the customary professional fees as well as the 
charges usually made in private nursing homes. 


This was agreed to. He moved also: 


2. Management.—That the management should be vested in 
a committee on which the medical profession is adequately 


represented. 
Dr. Foruercitt proposed that the word “local” be 


added before the word “ medical,” and pointed out that it 
was undesirable to have a committee formed of doctors who 
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lived four or five miles away from the nursing home 
instead of doctors in the immediate vicinity. 

Dr. Pore accepted the Amendment. 

The Cuarrman then put the Recommendation with the 
Amendment, which was carried. 

: The following clause was then agreed to, on the motion 
of Dr. Pore: 

3. Certificates of Suitability for Admission.—That no patient 
should be admitted without first producing a certificate of suit- 
ability for admission from a medical practitioner, who should 
whenever possible be the patient’s usual medical attendant. If 
the signatory be not the patient’s usual medical attendant, an 
explanation of the fact should be appended to the certificate. 


Dr. Porr then moved : 


4. Choice of Medical Attendant.—That it shall be open to a 
— me select any Registered Medical Practitioner as his 
attendant. 


Dr. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) asked what was to 
happen in the case of a blackleg. Ought not some 
restriction to be made to meet such a case ? 

Dr. Pore moved the addition of the words, “approved 
by the committee of the nursing home.” 

Dr. Cox seconded the motion. 

Dr. Mactan (Cardiff) said that it had to be remembered 
that the nursing home was a public institution, and that 
the public had certain rights. At the same time, sup- 
sosing that a blackleg was chosen, the mere fact of such 
blackleg attending a patient did not involve anything in 
the nature of professional co-operation by medical men 
ee happen to be upon the Committee of Manage- 
ment. 

Dr. Porr said that he thought that none of the diffi- 
culties which had been suggested would arise. There 
would be a list of all the medical men who wished to 
attend at the nursing home, and a patient would be 
asked whom he would like to have to see him. There 
was something, he thought, in what Dr. Cox had said. 
People who were known to be not fit to attend must be 
excluded. He thought that it would be wise to put the 
words in, but he did not think that any great harm would 
be done if they were left out. 

The Amendment for the addition of the words “approved 
by the committee of the nursing home” was put to the 

eeting and lost. 

Dr. McCann moved that the clause should be omitted, 
for it was absolutely unnecessary. The Motion was 
seconded. 

Dr. Pore said that if the clause was omitted it would be 
= to the Committee of the home to appoint a privileged 
staff. 

Mr. Parkinson said that the Rule applied to a self- 
supporting public nursing home. A patient came to be 
admitted, and he agreed to pay certain fees, and he paid 
for his own medical man. Paying for his own medical 
man, he was entitled to choose his own medical man. The 
«choice of the medical man had nothing to do with anybody 
‘alse. The clause was an unnecessary clause. 

—_ Macuean thought it would be wise to retain’ the 
clause. 

Dr. Buist asked whether a nursing home was an insti- 
tution which should have a recognized medical staff. 

The Cuarrman stated that he was not aware that the 
Association had ever given a definition of “ nursing home,” 
and he refused to be responsible for any definition at that 
‘Meeting. 

Dr. W. Dovetas (Maidstone) thought that Paragraph 1 
contained a definition. 

It was then moved, seconded, and carried that the 
question be now put. ; 

The Motion for the deletion of the clause was then put 
to the meeting and lost. The clause was then agreed to. 

Dr. Pore moved the following, which was carried: 


5. Assistance to Patients unable to Pay Entire Cost.—That 
‘when the payment made by a patient is insufficient to cover 
the entire cost of maintenance, or when any question arises 
as to reduction or remission of fees for professional services, 
@ statement of the financial circumstances necessitating such 
‘consideration shall be signed by the patient or near relative, 


perrseaer 490 by the usual medical aieendion’ or some other 
e householder, and submitted to the Committee. 


Dr. Burst moved that it be an instruction to the Counci 
to provide a definition of “ nursing home.” 
The proposal was seconded and agreed to. 
\ 
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Dr. Lanapon-Down (Richmond) proposed, with regard ' 


to the title of the Report, to leave out-the word “sug. 
gested,” and that the title should be “ Model Rules for the 
Management of Hospitals,’ and that the first part be 
called “ Hospitals in General.” 

This proposal was {seconded by Mr. Armit, accepted by 
Dr. Pore, and agreed to. 

The meeting then adjourned till the following day. 


SATURDAY, JULY 25ru. 
J. A. Macponatp, M.D., in the Chair. 


Tue Meeting was resumed at 9.30 a.m., when the Minutes 
of the previous day’s proceedings were read, corrected, and 
signed by the CHAIRMAN. 


SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN STANDING ORDERS. 
Fhe CHarrMaN called attention to Standing Order 8, 
which had been passed on the previous day: 


8. Resolution Involving Special Expenditure——Every Resolu- 


tion involving special expenditure shall, before final adoption | 


by the Representative Meeting, be remitted to the Finance 
Committee to report to a later Session, 


and said that it would be impossible to carry it out at 
present. He therefore moved its suspension for this 
Meeting, and that the following Resolution be sent to 
the Council : 


That it be an instruction to the Council to consider what 
rovision can. be made for advising the Representative 
Meeting as to the financial aspects of any Resolution 
involving special expenditure, and report to the next 
Representative Meeting. 


The CHarrMAN moved the suspension of the Standing 
Orders with reference to the time at which nominations 
shall be sent in. That day would be rather hurried to 
send in the nominations, and it would give them a little 
more time if they suspended Standing Orders so as to 
make 11 o’clock on Monday the time at which nominations 
should be received by the Committee. 

This was agreed to. 

Dr. Pore moved the following paragraphs with reference 
to the Hospitals Committee : 


The Council has approved of the continued co-operation of the 
Association, through the Hospitals Committee, in the work of 
the United Kingdom Hospitals Conference during the past year, 
and a very successful Conference was held on April 1st and 2nd. 
In accordance with the instructions of the Annual Representa- 
tive Meeting (Minutes 126 and 127), a précis Report of the pro- 
ceedings is being circulated to the Divisions. A full Report 
appeared in the JOURNAL of April 11th, 1908. 

Phe Council thinks it desirable that the Association should 
continue to co-operate in this movement, which, by promoting 
a good understanding between representatives of hospitals and 
of the Medical Profession, must be advantageous alike to the 
public and the profession. 


Dr. E. R. FotHerci11, in calling attention to a Resolu- 
tion by the Wandsworth Division as to the United Kingdom 
Hospitals Conference, said that at the Oxford Meeting in 
1904 certain Resolutions were passed with regard to the Hos- 
pitals Conference, and the Hospitals Committee intimated 
that it was hoped, when those principles were decided, to 
invite certain laymen to consider them. The interpreta- 
tion of “when decided on,” he would suggest, was when 
the Representative Body had formed its opinion. But at 
the last Representative Meeting it appeared that a Con- 
ference had already been held. The Resolutions with 
regard to the conduct of hospitals had been before three 
Representative Meetings, but until the previous day 
the Meeting had never formed any opinion upon 
them at all, whereas the Hospitals Conference 
had not only confirmed them, but had gone 
further. While Mr. Sydney Holland had aired his 
opinion that patients should be charged, the Medical 
Profession was working in the opposite direction and 
trying to do away with out-patient departments. Dr. 
Ford Anderson had brought forward in the Conference 
a Resolution which he (the speaker) was sure the Repre- 
sentative Meeting would eventually cordially approve, to 
the effect that the Medical Profession should be repre- 
sented on all hospital Boards. That idea was scouted by 
the lay members of the Conference, one of whom said that 
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hospitals were built with private funds and by private persons, 
and implied that the Medical Profession had no such claim. 
In South London the profession had suffered acutely, and 
it was time action should be taken. In the Putney 
district. the profession had endeavoured to get medical 
representation on the committee of the new hospital, 
and agreed with the Conference on practically every 
point except that one. Unfortunately one member, who 
was a member of the Hospitals Committee, had helped to 
stiffen the backs of the members of the local committee 
with regard to the Resolution of Dr. Ford Anderson, which 
was thrown out. Some members of the committee said in 
effect to the doctors in Putney: You want representation 
on the Hospitals Committee; but you are out of line with 
your own Association ; a statement to that effect appeared 
in the local press of Putney and.also in the Times. It was 
futile to go into a conference without some idea of what it 
was to confer about. Until the previous day the Repre- 
sentative Meeting had not even formed its own opinion. 
But the laymen seemed to have a very clear idea of what 
they wanted ; that was to say, they did not want the doctors. 
He asked leave to amend the Resolution in the Supple- 
mentary Agenda in the following form : 


That this Representative Body considers that the Members 
appointed to represent the British Medical Association at 
the United Kingdom Hospitals Conference should be selected 
on a scheme duly approved of by the Representative Body, 
that any Resolution submitted or passed should not be taken 
as being approved of by the Association until this Body has 
had full -and. ample. time: to. consider the same and has 
expressed its opinion subsequent to receiving instructions 
from the Divisions. 

That this Representative Body, at the same time as it pro- 
ceeds to nominate and elect its Representatives on the Stand- 
ing Committee, do nominate and elect twenty-five of its 
members, in accordance with Standing Order III (10), to 
act as representing the Association at the United Kingdom 
Hospitals Conference, together with twenty-five others to be 
elected by the Central Council, with power to select sixteen 
from among themselves to act on the Committee of: the 
Conference. 


He considered that the Members of the Conference who 
represented the Association should be appointed under a 
scheme duly approved by the Representative Meeting, 
and that it should be clearly understood that no Reso- 
lution passed by the Conference was binding upon the 
Association. In fact, he would suggest that the matter 
ought not to be reported in the press at all. It acted 
detrimentally to their interests. 

Leave having been given to amend the Resolution in 
the form printed above, 

Dr. FoTHERGILL said he was not aware how many lay 
members there were on the Conference, but he thought 
about 100, and he thought the Association would not be 
asking too large a representation if they asked for 
50. Following the lines of the Constitution of the Associa- 
tion with regard to Standing Committees, he suggested 
that 25 of the members should be nominated by the 
Committee and 25 by the Council. A subcommittee was 
to be formed for arranging for the Conference next year. 
That was most desirable, and he would suggest that the 
Association should have a delegation of 16 to that body 
after a preliminary meeting of the 50 Representatives 
forinstructions. He hoped the Resolution would be approved 
unanimously. It was probable that gentlemen in the 
rural districts did not feel the acuteness of the situation, 
but in large towns and cities the hospital question was 
getting so acute that doctors were losing their living, and 
patients were being dumped down in the hospitals, which 
resembled in some respects ill-regulated public houses. 
He hoped the Resolution would be unanimously passed, 
and that the matter would be put on the right footing. 
_The Cuarrman stated that the members of the next 
Conference had already been appointed. 

Sir Victron Horstey asked whether it would not be 
better to take the first half of the resolution first, down to the 
words “ receiving instructions from the Divisions.” 

Dr. FoTHERGILL agreed, and in answer to Mr. Horrocks 
(Bradford) Dr. Porr stated that practically any hospital 
was invited to the Conference. 

Sir Victor Horsey, in seconding the Resolution, said 
that it embodied the essential principle that no Resolution 
passed by the Conference should be quoted as a Resolution 
approved by the Association. He was well aware of the 
a iy done by the Conference, and of the fact that 

UP. 





it had brought the lay authorities into personal contact 
with the profession. In that. respect it had done a. vast 
amount of good, but immediate action should be taken in 
order to prevent the conclusions of the Conference being 
accepted by the public as representing the views of the 
Association. The Resolution carried with it this principle, 
and he hoped it would be adopted. 

Dr. Pore said that he did not see anything in the Resolu- 
tion which was not contained in the special Report, and the 
two seemed to him identical. 

Mr. Straton (Salisbury) in supporting the Resolution, 
said that there was a tendency to give undue weight to the 
decisions of the Conference; it was a purely academic 
body, the members of which met and heard each other's 
views, but it had no power to bind the Association. At 
the same time it was very necessary, if the Association 
were to continue to possess the influeace which it at 
present exercised over hospital committees, that it should 
not appear to be in opposition to the aims of the hospitals. 
The Report of the Council showed that the Association 
had been appealed to in certain instances for advice by 
the committees of hospitals, and he thought such 
references ought rather to be encouraged, and that 
nothing should be done which would give the idea that 
the Association was a trade union trying to do away 
with hospitals altogether. He thought that it would be 
well to refer the matter to the Council for report to the 
next Representative Meeting. 

Dr. Buist said that, in spite of the fact that the Hos- 
pitals Committee had already affirmed the principle, it 
would be well for the Association to have the Recommenda- 
tion on its Minutes. 

The Motion was then put to the Meeting and carried 
nem. con. ; 

Dr. FotHerGitt then proposed the second part of the 
Resolution, and asked Dr. Pope whether it would meet the 
wishes of the Hospitals Committee if he left out the last 
sentence. 

Dr. Pore said that he thought that it would, because the 
Hospitals Committee, which had these matters under its 
purview during the whole year, must be the Committee 
that went to the Conference. He saw no objection what- 
ever to the Representative Meeting appointing twenty-five 
of its Members to attend the Conference. They would be 
only glad to have them. 

Dr. FotnHereitt then with the leave of the Meeting 
moved the Resolution in the following form : 

That this Representative Body, at the same time as it 
proceeds to nominate and elect its Representatives on the 
Standing Committee, do nominate and elect twenty-five of its 
members, in accordance with Standing Order III (10), to 
act as Representatives of the Association at the United 
Kingdom Hospitals Conference together with others to be 
elected by the Central Council. 

The Motion was seconded by Sir Victor Horsey. 

' Dr. Pope said that what was proposed was what the 
Committee had been asking for. If the twenty-five 
Representatives would meet and settle upon a few im- 
portant matters to be brought before the Conference 
nobody would be more glad than the Members of the 
Hospitals Committee. 

The Motion was carried. 

Dr. Pore moved that the two paragraphs be approved 
subject to Dr. Fothergill’s Resolution. 

This was agreed to. 

On the motion of Dr. Pore the following paragraphs 
were then agreed to: 

The Committee has been appealed to ior advice and support 
in disputes at three important hospitals as to. staffing. he 
first was in connexion with the Bristol Royal Infirmary. . The 
Governors of this institution endeavoured to introduce a new 
rule restraining members of the honorary staff from holding 
any other appointments. The dispute was ultimately settled to 
the satisfaction of the staff and the settlement approved by the 
local profession.. The other two disputes are still in progress. 

The Hospitals Committee has recommended the issue of a 
number of the JOURNAL to be devoted largely, but not exclu- 
sively, to Hospitals questions, and the Council has adopted the 
recommendation. This special number of the JOURNAL will 
appear in June. ‘ 

A Friendly Societies’ Organization, under the name of the 
National Association for the Establishment and Maintenance of 
Sanatoria for Workers suffering from Tuberculosis, applied 
to the Association- for support in its endeavours to obtain 
gratuitous services of physicians as medical referees. Repre- 
sentatives of the Hospitals Committee and of the Medico- 
Political Committee received a deputation cf the Association 
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in question, and those Committees made the following recom- 
mendations, which were ron ge pier by the Council : rene 

(a) That the appointment of any special medical referee is, in 

- the opinion of the Subcommittee, unnecessary. 

(b) That the requirements of the case could best be met by 
drawing up suitable forms of certificate for signature by 
the po ek medical attendants of the patients whose 
admission to the Sanatorium is proposed, with provision 
for taking a second opinion in cases of need, at the dis- 
cretion of the. medical attendant. The fee of the person 
called in to be paid by the Sanatorium Association ; such 
fee to be one guinea. : : 

(c) That medical referees, if appointed, be paid. 

Dr. Porz moved that the Report as a whole be adopted, 


and this was agreed to. 


EsTABLISHMENT OF NEW HospIrats. 

Surgeon-General Sir CuarLEs CurFre (Kensington) 
moved : f 

That it.is desirable that no fresh institution for the gratuitous 

treatment of patients should be opened without previous 
consultation with the Committee of the Division or of the 
Branch of the British Medical Association in which it is 
proposed to establish such new Institution, and that it be an 
instruction to the Council to give effect to this principle in 
considering applications from Divisions or Branches for 
support in dealing with hospital questions. 
He thought the Motion he had been asked to present had 
to some extent been coyered by the Resolution of the 
Wandsworth Division. It was obvious that when the 
Representatives were appointed to the Conference they 
took into consideration the whole question of the neces- 
sity for hospitals or dispensaries in different localities. 
It.was well known that 17 per cent. of beds in London 
hospitals were vacant, and it was obvious hospitals had 
been started without due consideration of what already 
existed. The local medical profession should be con- 
sulted. In his Division it had been found that hospitals 
and dispensaries had been started to the detriment of 
the general profession without any consultation with the 
local profession, the result being that the hospitals were 
opposed and lost. support. ~ If such institutions were to 
sueceed the.support of the local profession must be given. 
It would not do-for a number of lay persons to exploit 
the medical profession, and he trusted the Resolution 
would commend itself to the Meeting. 

The Cuarrman suggested an alteration of the form of 
the Resolution, that it should read “the lecal profession” 
instead of “Committee of the Division or Branch of the 
British Medical Association,’ and the suggestion was 
accepted by the.mover of the Resolution. 

Mr. C. -R. .Strapon (Salisbury) said the Resolution 
involved a new - principle which required considerable 
consideration ; it would be better to refer the matter to 
the Council for.report to the next Representative Meeting, 
‘so that it might be fully discussed. He accordingly moved 
as an Amendment : 

That the subject.of the action. to be taken by Divisions in 

controlling the establishment. of free hospitals be referred 

_ to the Council to report.to the next Representative Meeting. 

Dr. E.R. Forseraut (Wandsworth), while regretting 
the necessity for the Amendment, seconded it on the 
ground that the Meeting must be constitutional. The 
matter had not been before the Divisions. 

Sir Victor Horstxy (Marylebone) asked Mr. Straton to 
accept the suggestion that the matter should be sent 
direct from the Meeting to the Divisions; there was no 
reason why. any time should be Jost. 

Mr. Straton said that as the Council was the executive 
he thought it better that the matter should pass through 
the Council rather than direct to the Divisions. 

Dr. A. Cox:(Gonsett and Gateshead) did not think that 
the course proposed: would involve any waste of time. The 
Council would-meet in October, and none of the Divisions 
would meet much earlier. As a-matter of form he thought 
it better to follow the routine, and let the matter go before 
the Council, but it-was important the principle should 
come-before the Divisions. 

Dr. Macenan (Cavrdiff):said'that if it were an instruction 
to the Council to refer ‘it as-early as possible to the 
Divisions, he would support;the. Motion. 

The Cuargman suggested that the Amendment should be 
put in such a-way as that it should bean instruction to 
the Council to refer the question.as early as possible to the 
Divisions. . 

Mr. Srraton accepted the suggestion. 





A REPRESENTATIVE suggested “ hospitals” should -read 
“ institutions,” because “institutions” -would inelude 
sanatoriums. 

Mr. NasH (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) suggested 
that the word “free” be left out. 

The CuartrMaAN then put the Amendment, “ That it be an 
instruction to the Council to refer as early as possible to 
the Divisions the subject of the Motion of the Kensington 
Division.” Mr. Straton having accepted that form, the 
Amendment was put to the Meeting and carried. 

Mr. Batuance (Norwich) desired to suggest an alteration 
in the wording of the Resolution of the Kensington 
Division. The principle involved was the competition 
between the local profession and the lay body starting the 
institution. At the end of the Resolution were the words, 
“ That it be an instruction to the Council to give effect to 
this principle.’ The people to give effect to the Resolu- 
tion were the local people who supported the hospital. 
Therefore he suggested that the last three lines after the 
word “ Council”’ be altered to read “ That it be an instruc- 
tion to the Council to take this principle into consideration 
when dealing with applications from Divisions or Branches 
upon hospital questions.” 

Dr. Lanepon-Down (Richmond) seconded. 

The Cuarrman said the Amendment was not in order, 
but pointed out that the last three lines of the Kensington 
Division’s Resolution would be dropped on account of 
Mr. Straton’s Resolution. He put the following form 
before the meeting : 

That it is desirable that no fresh institution for the gratuitous 
treatment of patients should be opened without previous 

consultation with the local profession, preferably through 
some organized body such as a Branch or Division of the 
British Medical Association. 

Sir Vicror Horstry asked whether Sir Charles Cuffe 
would not withdraw the words “preferably through,” 
and leave it “through” the organization of the Associa- 
tion. There was no other organization which could do it, 
because such an organization did not exist. 

The CHarrMAN said that he had himself inserted the 
word “ preferably.” 

Sir CuarLes Curre thought the words “the local pro- 
fession ” ought to stand, because the local profession had 
to be set in motion first, and then the British Medical 
Association would take the matter in hand. 

Mr. Nasu asked, with regard to the word “ gratuitous,” 
whether the Kensington Division would accept a slight 
alteration in view of Mr. Sydney Holland’s attitude that 
payment should be extorted from patients. The word 
“gratuitous” might be deleted, and replaced by the word 
“charitable” or some such word. 

Dr..R. H. Coomss (Bedford and Herts) suggested that 
the word “ medical” could not be inserted after the word 
“ gratuitous.” 

The Cuarrman thought. that would hardly cover the 
matter. 

Dr.'Pore suggested the words should be “public medical 
institutions.” 

Mr. BaLuaNnceE inquired if the Resolution of the Kensing- 
ton Division was going through the Council to the 
Divisions. 

The CuatrMan said ‘the subject-matter was. 

Mr. Bauiance then withdrew his Resolution. 

Dr. Pope moved to insert, instead of the words “no fresh 
institution for the gratuitous treatment of patients,” the 
words “no. fresh public medical institution.” 

Dr. R. H. Topp (Sydney and New South Wales) suggested 
“ medical institution,” instead of “ public,” as there might 
be a private medical institution. 

The CxHargman thought the matter had been thoroughly 
discussed. 

It was resolved that the Resolution of the Kensington 
Division, together with other Resolutions bearing on the 
same matter, should be referred to. the Council. 

Dr. E. R. Fortnereitt (Wandsworth) moved — the 
following : 

That, the aeprppeniative Body approves and supports [the 
principles of] the Resolution passed at. the Meeting of the 

outh (London practitioners held at-Camberwell on April 
30th, ‘1908, .with-:reference to ‘the:.proposed. - out-patient 
department of King’s Oollege Hospital, namely : 

That this; meeting,of, South London registered medical practitioners 
understanding ; (1) that at the present time a Royal Commission. is 


inquiring into the Poor-law system ; (2) that the King Edward Fund 
has decided to inquire into thesystem prevailing at thelarge general 
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hospitals of London with regard to the admission of out-patients ; 
and (3) that for the uses of the sick poor resident in Camberwelland 
district there are already provided 26 hospitals, 5 infirmaries, 18 
dispensaries, and 9 other institutions ; considers that there has been 
no evidence offered of the necessity for any out-patient department at 
the proposed King’s College Hospital on the lines of those at the 
large London general hospitals; regrets that a contract for 
£65,000 for such a department has been placed; and is of opinion 
that a small out-patient department to which will be admitted 
either for consultation or treatment only those recommended as 
suitable by registered Medical Practitioners as suggested in Reso- 
lutions 6, 7, 8,9, and 11, would amply meet the needs of the dis- 
trict; would fulfil all requirements for the education of students, 
and should be given a fair trial. é 
That the Lambeth, Norwood, and Wandsworth Divisions, the 
Metropolitan and South-Eastern Branch Councils, as well as the 
Central Council and Representative Body of the Association, be 
urged to approve and support this resolution, a copy of which shall 
also be sent to King Edward’s Hospital Fund, the Hospital Satur- 
day and Sunday Funds, the Charity Organization Society, King’s 
College Hospital Board, the Lancet and JourNAL, and the press 
generally. 
The resolutions referred to in the above are: 


6. That, on a second application for treatment, a patient bring with 
him a recommendation signed by a qualified medical practitioner, 
stating that such patient is a suitable person for hospital 
treatment. 

7. That such certificate be written on a form supplied by the hospital. 

8. That such certificate duly filled up, be appended to each patient’s 
prescription paper or attendance card. i 

9. That the following be submitted to the authorities of King’s College 
Hospital as the ordinary form to be supplied to patients attending 
the hospital for the first time. 


MEDICAL CERTIFICATE. 
T hereby recOmMeAd ..........0......0.0cccccecccoccccccccsseccscccccce BOE os.ccczedecesee 


as a suitable case for treatment at-the .......00....ccecccccc cece eee Hospital. 
wadiotedacecuboeeeetecetsccnceets Registered Practitioner. 


No charge is made for this certificate. 








Across the certificate, printed in’ red ink, are the words: ‘‘ For the 
sick and poor. Not to be used for begging purposes.” 





(REVERSE SIDE OF CERTIFICATE.) 
In signing this certificate, the practitioner is requested to keep in 
view two points— 
(1) That the applicant‘is not in a position to pay for treatment; 
(2) That the case is, from a hospital point of view, suitable for 
treatment. ~ 
11. That it would be satisfactory if a system could be arranged 
whereby obscure ahd intétesting cases might be brought or 
sent with a note’ by practitioners for an opinion when 
a consultation fee cannot be paid. 
At a Meeting of the directors in the three Divisions of 
South London a Committee was formed to deal with this 
question principally because the authorities of King’s 
College Hospital had written to the Divisions and asked 
them to support that hospital. The discussions which 
followed cleared up the matter down to one point, the 
question of control. On that point the hospital authorities 
would not give way at all. The doctors suggested that the 
only means of controlling the out-patient department was 
to put the control into the hands of the medical profession. 
The doctors knew both the needs of the people and their 
financial position, and they were the only competent 
persons to have control. Almoners had been suggested. 
But how could almoners deal with 140,000 cases? Lately 
there had been a Meeting in South London to discuss this 
question, at which 141 doctors attended. He was sorry 
that the Meeting was not unanimous—the minority being 7— 
because it was doubted whether a medical certificate would 
work ; but it was at work at Bolingbroke Hospital, and it 
had been shown that the certificate system was effective 
for consultation purposes ; 170 doctors in the district where 
King’s College Hospital was going to be erected signed a 
circular to the effect that if the scheme was carried out 
they would do their best to make it a success by giving 
certificates. The Resolution then adopted set out in the 
preamble the fact that there was a Royal Commission 
dealing at the present time with the Poor-law question ; 
secondly, it set out that the King Edward Fund 
had recognized that the out-patient department 
was to be controlled in some way. The King’s 
College authorities. proposed to erect a large building, 
and had already given out a contract for £65,000, 
and the Resolution pointed out that in South Londen 
there were already provided 26 hospitals, 5 infirmaries, 
18 dispensaries, and 9 other medical institutions. Why, 
then, was a large out-patient department wanted? The 
feeling among. medical men in the district was that onl 
specially-selected cases should be treated at the hospital. 
The doctors: of South London stood to the principle that 
they must control the hospitals. There were 300: or 400 
mone practitioners in Camberwell who had spent their 
lives in the profession. At the present moment, if a man 
wanted to sell his practice, it was not worth a year’s 





purchase—hardly a day’s purchase. An intending pur- 
chaser would say: “What about the hospital coming 
here ? how will that affect your practice?” The practice 
consisted largely of half a crown visits and ls. 6d. for 
attendances in the surgery; and honest men who had 
brought up their families would be ruined by a big scheme 
such as this. He hoped the Meeting would stand ‘by 
them and condemn the suggestion of a hospital being 
put up in this area under a scheme which ‘had not “been 
thought out on modern lines. If the King’s College 
authorities brought forward any better scheme than the 
certificates suggested, well and good; but at present, the 
doctors of South London practically had their backs to 
the wall, and he hoped the Meeting would stand by them. 

Dr. Ester (Lambeth) said it was common knowledge 
that King’s College Hospital was very soon ‘to be removed 
to Denmark Hill, which was in the Lambeth Division. “ At 
the inception of this question two Committees were formed, 
one called the South London Committee, a Committée ‘of 
doctors to look after the interests of the General 
Practitioner, and another, a Committee of medical 
men connected with King’s College, called the Watching 
Committee ; seventeen rules or resolutions were drawn up, 
which came before the Lambeth Division; the twé com- 
mittees agreed upon fifteen of them. The rule in dispute 
was: “That, on a second application for treatment a 
patient bring with him a recommendation signed by’a 
Qualified Medical Practitioner, stating that such patient is 
a suitable person for hospital treatment.” It was mainly 
upon this question that the Meeting of General Practi- 
tioners, held in Camberwell Town Hall, on April 20th,- was 
called. At this Meeting he had moved a Resolution, ““'That 
it is the opinion of this Meeting that the system of ,ad- 
mission to King’s College Hospital by certificates from’ the 
Medical Practitioners as set forth in Resolution 6 of the South 
London Hospitals Committee should be given.a fair trial, 
and this: Meeting strongly urges the authorities of Kmg’s 
College Hospital to incorporate this system: into the rules 
of the Hospital.” This Resolution was carried in place of 
the long and somewhat historical and very ineffective 
Resolution from Wandsworth. The result was that there 
had been a deadlock between the two Committees. 
Dr. Esler read two letters received by Dr. Capes, the 
Chairman of the South London Committee. The first 
was from the Secretary of the Watching Committee: 


47, Devonshire Street, 
Portland Place, W. 
June 10th, 1908. 

Dear Mr. Capes,—I think you may take from me “ officially ”’ 
that the general feeting of the Watching Committee in reference 
to the Amendment passed at the meeting of practitioners on 
April Sth is that it practically renders future negotiations 
between ourselves and the South London Committee futile and 
impossible. It will be difficult, I think, to induce the Watching 
Committee to resume the negotiations until the Amendment is 
withdrawn with the same publicity as was given to the original 
Amendment. ? 

That was signed by Dr. Silk. Ten days later—namely, on 
June 20th—this letter was received from the Hon. W. F. D. 
Smith, Chairman of King’s College Hospital : r 

Dear Sir,—I beg to inform you that the Committee of Manage- 
ment has considered your letter of the llth inst. requesting 
them to receive a deputation from the South London Hospitals 
Committee. . 

The Committee are fully aware of the necessity for regulating 
the admission of out-patients, and are anxious to meet the 
views of the South London practitioners on the subject as far as 
possible, but they regret that they are quite unable to accept 
the Resolution passed on April 30th, which was forwarded with 
your letter of May 4th, and they are of opinion that it would 
serve no useful pur to receive a deputation of your Committee 
unless and until this Resolution be withdrawn. - 
That was how matters stood at present, and he did not 
think it would be wise to proceed in the face of.this dis- 
agreement of the Committee—he supposed the. Com- 
mittee must be disagreed because Dr. Fothergill evidently 
was not in sympathy with what the general body of the 
Committee recommended. He had therefore given notice 
of a Motion which he would recommend the meeting to 
adopt, namely, that the whole matter be referred to the 
Lambeth Division. Dr. Capes, the Chairman of the South 
London Committee, was for three years the Chairman of 
the Lambeth Division. He lived close by the new build- 
ing, and he had the interests of the medical practitioner 
very much at heart. It would be wise to refer the matter 


to the Lambeth Division in place of carrying any formal 
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Motion cr}confirming this Motion, which was drawn in an 
academical spirit. 

Dr. Goopatt (City) asked if Dr. Esler had been 
instructed by the Lambeth Division to make this Motion. 

Dr. Ester replied that the Lambeth Division gave him 
carte blanche to act. Hehad never had, and did not expect 
he ever would have, any specific instructions from the 
Lambeth Division as to his vote on any question. 

The motion was seconded by Dr. R. i Topp. 

Mr. Nasu -moved that the matter be referred to the 
Medico-Political Committee. 

The CuatrMan reminded Mr. Nash that a By-law had 
been passed that all Resolutions must go through the 
Council. 

Dr. Nasu then said he would move that the matter be 
referred to the Council. 

Dr. Foruerciit said the doctors of South London, 
having come to a deadlock with the hospital authorities, 
wanted the Association to support them in the position 
they had taken up. 

Dr. R. H. Topp asked whether this action of the hospital 
would affect more than the members of one Division. 

The Cuarrman said it would affect the whole of South 
London, which included the Norwood Division as well as 
Wandsworth. 

Dr. Cox (Consett and Gateshead) asked whether Dr. 
Esler could give them any reason why the Lambeth 
Division should settle this question. 

Dr. Ester replied that Camberwell was included in 
Lambeth. 

Mr. Ftemmine said he knew nothing of the details of the 
matter. involved, but he thought the staff of the hospital 
should be a source of help to the profession, and on such 
a matter had as much power as the Committee of the 
hospital. 

Sir Victor Horstry said the point in dispute was 
whether the out-patients should come with the medical 
certificate or not, and as Dr. Esler had told him that he 
was ready to move a Resolution in favour of this principle, 
he wished to ask Dr. Esler whether he wished to give in 
to the King’s College Hospital on the principle of medical 
certification., He also wished to ask him another ques- 
tion. . Letters had been read from the King’s College 
Hospital Committee and the King’s College Watching 
Committee, which was composed of medical men, but in 
neither of those letters was any statement made as to 
what the authorities objected to in the Resolution. The 
Meeting would, he hoped, give a definite vote, but must 
have the facts fully before it first. 

Dr. Ester, in reply, said the staff at King’s College 
Hospital had been most friendly, and very anxious to meet 
the South London Committee; they agreed upon fifteen 
Resolutions, and the point in dispute was really the certifi- 
cate. He thought that perhaps a little further confidence 
between the South London Committee and the Committee 
of King’s College Hospital would solve the difficulty without 
making it a public question. 

_Sir Victor Horstey said that was no answer to his 
question. 

_ Dr. Eser said he could not answer Sir Victor Horsley’s 
question. — 

.Sir Victor Horstery said that if Dr. Esler could not 
answer a plain question like that he must support the 
Resolution of the Wandsworth Division as _ strongly 
as. he could, He was extremely sorry, because he 
knew perfectly well that the King’s College Hospital 
staff wished to do the very best for the profession. 
It was for the Meeting to express an opinion which’should 
have the support of the profession at large. There was 
nothing to object to in the Resolution of the Wandsworth 
Division. He had heard it said that the hospital 
authorities resented the reference to the money that 
was going to be spent in the out-patient department, 
bat it was a public fact, and it was a matter on 
which the public deserved information, and _there- 
fore there was nothing to resent in that. There had 
been imported into this matter a most curious spirit’ of 
hostility towards the profession. Just as everything, as 
Dr. Esler had said, was going all right, this apple of 
discord was apparently thrown in. But it had not been 
thrown in by the Wandsworth Division; it had been 
thrown in by the hospital authorities, who objected to the 
principle: of medical certification, and: directly this was 

. \ - 





asked for in plain English then there was a deadlock. He 
did not know exactly what was in Dr.. Esler’s mind, but 
apparently Dr.’ Esler feared that if the matter were 
referred to the Lambeth Division, the Lambeth Division 
might succumb to the hospital authorities. That was not 
the principle on which justice was ever done, and there- 
fore he hoped this meeting would support the Wandsworth 
Resolution. 

On the motion of Dr. Burst (Dundee), it was resolved 
“ That the question be now put,” and the Motion to refer 
the matter back to the Lambeth Division for further con- 
sideration was then put and lost. 

Mr. Straton (Salisbury) moved : 

That the question in dispute between the King’s College 
Hospital and the South ndon Committee be referred to 
the ore politan Counties Branch in conjunction with the 
Bromley, Norwood, and Croydon Divisions of the South- 
Eastern Branch, for report to the Council and by the Council 
to the Representative Meeting. 


Mr. G. Westsy (Liverpool, South), in seconding the 
Motion, Said that there appeared to be two points in 
connexion with the Motion before the Meeting, one as to 
the order of procedure and the other as to the principle 
involved. He agreed with the principle laid down with 
regard to out-patient departments, but with regard to the 
procedure apparently Divisional differences like that at 
present under discussion should be referred to the Branch. 

Dr. FotHerGILL (Wandsworth) said that the Conjoint 
South London Committee was formed of Representatives 
of the Wandsworth, Lambeth, and Norwood Divisions. 
The whole scheme was organized by them, and had been 
approved twice. After the Resolution was passed, it was 
sent to the Council of the Metropolitan Branch, and the 
Council referred it to the Metropolitan Branch Council's 
Hospital Committee, which received a deputation and 
went into the whole thing, and recommended that the 
Branch Council should unanimously support the local 
profession ; to send the matter back to the Branch Council 
would, therefore, be a work of supererogation. All that 
was wanted was that the present Meeting should support 
those whom he represented, and send the matter to the 
Council in the hope of finding a modus vivendi. 

Dr. Pore (Leicester and Rutland) said that the Hospitals 
Committee had received deputations both from the South 
London Hospitals Committee and from the King’s College 
Hospital. He was sorry to have to disagree with Sir Victor 
Horsley when he said that there was no disposition to 
come to terms. There was every disposition shown by the 
King’s College Hospital to come to terms. 

Sir Victor Horsey explained that terms were come to 
upon thirteen points, but what he referred to was the 
matter of medical certificates. 

Dr. Pore said that he was coming to the point. The 
deputation came in a conciliatory spirit as far as he could 
judge; but there had been a hitch. It was rather difficult 
to know where the hitch occurred. In his opinion it was 
not a serious hitch, but one which with the exercise of a 
little tact could be got over. The deputation distinctly 


| told the Hospitals Committee that they were as open to 


discuss the principle of the registered practitioner’s cer- 
tificate as they were to discuss any other point. That 
they had not quite made up their minds upon it they did 
say, but they said that they were not fixed against it. That 
being the case, when those two deputations left the room 
the belief in the minds of most of the members of the 
Committee was that the matter was going to be settled. 
The first time the matter was referred to the Metropolitan 
Counties Branch it was for inquiry, and now it could be 
referred back to it for decision or for it to act as arbitrator 
between the two parties. He thought it was most probable 
that if they were to go to the King’s College Hospital and 
say, “Let us put all this behind us; will you come and 
discuss the question again de novo?” a settlement would 
be arrived at. He believed that the hospital was prepared 
to accept the medical practitioner’s certificate. He thought 
if the thing was sent back to a neutral body it would settle 
itself. He supported Mr. Straton’s motion. 

Dr. Laxcpon-Down (Richmond) said it was desirable 
that they should know why ultimately there was no 
agreement after all the expectations that had been enter- 
tained that there would: be an agreement upon this 
point, and also it would be desirable to know the 
evidence which Dr. Pope had for the statements he made. 
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Dr. Cox (Consett, Gateshead) asked on what evidence 
Dr. Pope based his opinion that if the matter went back 
to the Metropolitan Counties Branch there would be a 
chance of an agreement upon the point. 

Dr. Pore stated that he could not tell the Meeting 
more than he had stated. 

Dr. ForHerGitt asked Dr. Pope why he thought that the 
Metropolitan Counties Branch was a neutral body. 

The Cuatrman stated that Dr. Pope was not an authority 
on the matter. He had made his statements, and that was 
the end of it. 

Dr. Joun SmitH hoped that the Meeting would support 
the Wandsworth Division. 

On the Moticn of Dr. Mactean (Cardiff), seconded by 
Mr. ArmiT, it was agreed “ That the question be now put.” 

The Amendment moved by Mr. Straton was then put 
to the Meeting and lost. 

Dr. Buist suggested that it would be advisable not to tie 
the Meeting absolutely to the details of all the Resolutions 
which had been passed, but to introduce the words at the 
beginning: “ That this Representative Body approves of 
the principle.” 

Dr. FoTHERGILL accepted the suggestion, and the 
Meeting allowed the alteration to be made. 

The original Motion was then put to the Meeting and 
carried, with two dissentients. 

Mr, Nash moved as a rider : 

That the matter be referred to the Central Council to take 

action as representing the whole body of Members. 

This was seconded by Dr. J. H. Taytor (Salford). 

The CHarrman asked what Mr. Nash meant by “take 
action.” 

Mr. Nas said that he wanted the Central Council to 
take action in some form rather than that the smaller 
bodies, either the Branch or the Divisions, should do so. 

The Cuarrman suggested that the Resolution should read 
as follows: 

That it be referred to the Council to take suitable action to 

give effect to the Resolution. 


The Motion was carried nem. con. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL proposed that the following, as they 
involved new principles, be referred to the Council with 
instructions to refer the subject to the Divisions for 
consideration : ‘ 

(a) That this Representative Body is of opinion that the 
contributions to hospitals by employers of labour and 
employees by means of weekly collections and otherwise 
should be considered as being the payment of premiums 
for a proportionate insurance against liability for medica] 
and hospital attendance in cases of serious illness and 
accident which are made on behalf of those unable them- 
selves to pay directly or adequately for the same, and not 
as entitling the contributors to unlimited hospital as also 
gratuitous medical attendance as at present seems to be 
claimed. 

(b) That it be an instruction to the Central Hospitals Com- 
mittee of the Association to endeavour through the 
Divisions and otherwise, to obtain acceptance for this 
principle by the several parties concerned, with a view to 
elaborating some scheme whereby these contributions 
should be paid to the rightful parties, viz., Insurance 
Companies, who in their turn will proportionately recom- 
pense Hospital and similar Boards, Hospital Staffs, 
General Practitioners, etc., for all attendances given on 
illness or accidents incurred by those so insured, reporting 
from time to time to this Body. 


HampsteaD HospIirtat. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) then brought forward a Resolu- 
tion relating to the Hampstead Hospital. He said that 
he had had an opportunity of speaking about this dispute 
at a former Meeting, but in order to refresh the minds of 
those present with regard to the details, he would briefl 
recapitulate some of the points of the dispute whic 
had been going on between the Hampstead Division, 
or rather local profession in Hampstead through the 
Division, and the lay body governing the Hampstead 
General Hospital. That hospital was originally founded 
by a deceased Member of the Association, Dr. Heath 
Strange, as a home hospital. Dr. Heath Strange intended, 
up to the last moment of his life, that the hospital should 
be used by Medical Practitioners living in the dis- 
trict in which the hospital existed. The hospital was 
for many years carried on with a local staff, and 
practitioners who held the posts on the hospital staff 
attended their patients perfectly to the satisfaction 





of the patients and the satisfaction of themselves. 
But in course of time certain disadvantages grew up 
in connexion with the hospital. An: out-patient depart- 
ment was instituted, and there were certain other 
irregularities or difficulties which were pointed out 
to the Division, and it was considered wise to 
investigate those difficulties and to suggest reforms. 
That was done at the instance of the Executive Com- 
mittee of the Division, and the chief points put forward 
as requiring reform were the question of the Out- 
patient Department including the Casualty Department, 
and, secondly, the question of the representation of the 
local profession on the Council of the Hospital. Other 
points were brought forward, and it was considered 
necessary to point out that the terms of office of the local 
practitioners in Hampstead should be secured—that was 
to say, that the terms of office should be shortened, and 
that the staff should be comparatively frequently changed. 
Meanwhile a fresh development occurred in the building 
of a huge hospital in Hampstead, and in the ulti- 
mate transference of the hospital from its old small 
quarters to a large building, a new large metropolitan hos- 
pital it might be called. Dr. Heath Strange was never in 
accord with the new principle; he did not want his local 
hospital to become a metropolitan hospital. The out- 
patient department and money difficulties arose. Then a 
further complication took place, inasmuch as the North- 
West London Hospital got into pecuniary difficulties, and, 
owing to the death of an influential lay gentleman who 
had been giving very considerable support to the hospital, 
the question arose as to whether it could continue its 
existence. The King Edward’s Hospital Fund took 
up a most arbitrary position in suggesting terms to 
the Hampstead General Hospital, with a view of 
settling the monetary difficulties at the expense of the 
local profession. The suggestion made by the King 
Edward’s Hospital Fund included in the first place 
amalgamation, and in the second place the getting rid of the 
local staff. There were some conditions that slightly 
modified what he had just stated, but practically it meant 
that sooner or later the local staff was to be cleared out 
and a consulting staff was to be appointed instead. The 
local profession came to the conclusion absolutely deti- 
nitely that although they would not. oppose a certain 
pan of specialists being imported into the staff of the 
Hampstead Hospital, the local practitioners would not be 
ousted. They had had a local cottage hospital for some 
time, and it was considered particularly unfair that it 
should be swept away, and that the hospital should be 
handed over to others,‘and more than that, that they 
should be precluded from holding a post on the staff 
under any circumstances whatever. The Council of 
the hospital thought that it could strengthen its hands 
by taking a vote of the profession, but it was taken at 
a most unhappy time, before a definite conclusion 
had been arrived at on the question of policy. 
A large number of the local members of the profession m 
Hampstead did not vote, and when the votes were counted 
it was found the numbers that supported a mixed staff 
and those supporting consultants were about equal, 
That did not represent the opinion of the local profession 
of Hampstead—a fact that had been determined by taking 
a canvass of the whole profession, in which there was 
considerably more than a two-thirds majority in favour of 
local practitioners retaining posts on the Hampstead Hospit: 1 
staff. The difficulty had remained and the profession had 
practically been beaten on every point so far, but they did 
not intend to give up the fight. It was particularly hard 
that their case should be thrown away and that they 
should have to meet fresh difficulties from without the 
profession and sometimes from within. The local. pre- 
fession of Hampstead was very definitely of opinion that 
as long as they had a leg to stand on and could hold up 
their heads they intended to fight against the lay people 
who wished to force the institution to be run on lincs 
which pleased the lay public and did not please the local 
profession. In conclusion, Mr. Armit said that, whilst 
his account of the matter was very inadequate, yet the 
facts of the struggle had been reported in the JournaL 
and elsewhere, and he moved: 

That the Representative Meeting, having received a report 


from the Hampstead Division that in Hampstead a local 
“hospital has recently been transformed into a large metro- 
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‘politan hospital, in spite of the opinion freely held that this 
*“change is not in the interests of the Sp mows of the district, | 

and also in-spite of the opposition of the local profession, and 

the repeated representations of the Division that the change 
..is not advantageous to the profession, the Meeting expresses 

its sympathy with the Division, and instructs the Council to 

consider how support can best be given to the Division in its 
‘endeavour to-retain at least a substantial portion of the 
-hospital as a purely local institution. 


Dr..R.. C. Buist (Dundee) desired further definition of 
“ purely local institution.” He understood that a place 
was.wanted in which the Hampstead practitioners could 
attend, their own patients. In that case might they not 


-confirm the principle of cottage hospital instead of 


“purely , local . institution ” ? f Mr. Armit would 
accept that. as the definition he should not propose an 
Amendment. 

Mr. Armir could not accept entirely the interpretation 
that “ local institution ” meant “ cottage hospital.” Paying 
beds as well as non-paying beds were wanted, and he did 
not think the cottage hospital principle was applicable. 

Mr. C, R. Srraton (Salisbury) thought it extremel 
desirable that the matter should be referred to the Council, 
so that the true facts might be understood. 

Dr. R. C. Butst. said he had embodied his suggestion in 
a definite form, which Mr. Armit had accepted; it was to 
add the words 


in Which patients can be attended by their own attendants, 
whether in free or pay beds. 


Dr. F. J. McCanw (Westminster) was sure it was impos- 
sible for the Meeting to pass a Resolution concerning the 
question which was of any value. It was a complicated 
matter inyolving many important principles, and he 
thought it unwise for the Meeting to come to any conclu- 
sion either for or against. 

Sir Victor Horstry agreed that the dispute included 
‘many important.points which remained untouched, but 
they would come before the Meeting next year, and 
included principles upon which the vitality of the Associa- 
tion depended, and upon which, he suspected, the Meeting 
would have to.come to very serious conclusions. But that 
was no reason why the Resolution before the Meeting 
should not be passed that day. The Resolution dealt only 
with one point—namely, the influence of the local 
Medical Practitioners, and their desire to maintain part 
of the hospital in the same way as hitherto. Very many 
London hospital surgeons were heartily in sympathy with 
the Hampstead practitioners. 

Dr. J. R. Futter (Tottenham) supported the Resolution 
because the profession in Hornsey owed a debt of gratitude 
to Hampstead. Profiting by the experience of the latter, 
when a hospital was started at Hornsey three years ago, 
the medical men insisted from the beginning upon having 
a provision against an out-patient department, with the 
result that the first rule laid it down that “there shall be 
no out-patient department,” and. another rule said, “ No 
rule-of this hospital shall be altered except by a two-thirds 
majority of those present and voting.” . 

It being then moved “ That the question be now put,” 

Mr. Armit, in reply, said he agreed with Sir Victor 
Horsley that the only question of principle involved was 
the question of supporting the local profession against the 
rough-riding of the lay committee. He did not agree with 
Dr.-McCann that alarge number of principles were in- 
wolved. What the Hampstead Division tentatively sug- 
gested. was that there should be a small frequently- 
moe staff, and that every practitioner ought to have 
a right to use the pay beds. 

The Motion was then put. and carried with four dis- 
sentients. 

Dr. Pore said that concluded the Report of the Hospital 
Committee, and thanked the Meeting for the way in which 
they had conducted the discussion and the attention they 
had given the matter. 


ErxHicaL CoMMITTEE. 

The -CHairMAN moved that the Ethical ,Committee’s 
report be receiyed and discussion thereon, postponed until 
Monday, which was agreed to. 

The paragraphs of the report on the Irish Committee 
and on the Naval and Military Committee were accepted 


and approved. * ; 





CaPITATION GRANTS. 

Mr. ANDREW CuarRkK said the Organization Committee 
presented a special Report on the re aseoip grant, and he 
moved its adoption. The Meeting at Exeter gave directions 
that if necessary there should be prepared for the con- 
sideration of the Representative Meeting the alteration of 
the By-law to give effect to the Resolution concerning the 
adoption of the system of variable capitation grants. The 
Organization Committee found that the one alteration 
required was to By-law 16, and a draft of the amended 
By-law was submitted in the special Report. He accordingly 
moved that the draft By-law be so amended. 

The Motion was agreed to. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL submitted the following Resolution o 
which five days’ notice had been given : 

That in view of the facts (1) that the policy of the Association 

is to consider the Divisions as the primary unit, each Divi- 
sion being free to govern itself in such manner as it, shall 
think fit; (2) that the decision as to what additional subjects 
shall be forwarded to the Divisions for consideration rests 
with the Representative Body and the Central Council, and 
not the Branch Councils, this Representative Body considers 
that it is illogical any longer to place in the hands of Branch 
Councils the funds for distribution to the Divisions, while 
at the same time depriving them of any control over the 
objects for which the money is used, and instructs the 
Central Council to so amend this By-law as to place the 
distribution in the hands of the Central Finance Committee, 
which can recommend capitation grants for all Divisions 
and Branch Councils as may be required. 

The CHatrMan pointed out that the Motion was in- 
formal, as the proposal to amend a By-law required two 
months’ notice. 

Dr. Burst (Dundee) suggested that it should be an in- 
struction to the Council to prepare a new draft By-law. 

The CHarrMan said that was rather a difficult matter. 
The present proposed By-law would carry them on for the 
year, and he did not think the Council could adopt Dr. 
Buist’s suggestion. 

Sir Vicror Horstey pointed out that Dr. Fothergill’s 
Motion proposed the distribution should be by the Finance 
Committee instead of by the Council. 

Dr. J. S. Darurinc (Portadown and West Down), as 
Treasurer of a Branch, wished to ask if this was a pro- 
posal of the Council to curtail expenditure or was it 
merely to take power to appropriate money to the needs of 
different Branches. 

Mr. Cuark pointed out that the Council were merely 
carrying out the instructions of the Meeting last year. 
The matter might be considered again. The Council did 
not wish to restrict expenditure in any way. What they 
wished to do was to restrict the accumulation of funds in 
the hands of the Branches, and to see that they spent 
what might be required. 

Mr. Parkrnson said that some time ago the Organization 
Committee was asked to define what was legal expendi- 
ture of money given to Divisions and Branches; the 
Committee had not done so. He thought some definite 
rule ought to be laid down. Extravagance ought not to 
be encouraged, and there was very great danger that if 
this By-law was carried a good deal of the money would 
be wasted. People who up to now had been economical 
and had paid expenses out of their own pockets would 


‘say, “The neighbouring Division is spending money on 


railway travelling, lunches, and things of that sort. Why 
should not we do the same?” He would like it to be an 
instruction to the Organization Committee to define the 
limits of the application of these funds. 

The CHarrmaN regretted that the Resolution was not in 
order. 

Dr. Fotuercitt asked if the Organization Committee 
had not already defined those limits in a circular issued to 
the Divisions. 

Mr. Cuark differed from Mr. Parkinson’s statement 
that nothing had been done. The Organization Com- 
mittee had discussed the matter, and had consulted the 
Solicitor, who advised that it would be very unwise to 
draw up 1 set of rules as to what could or could not be 
done, and that each case should be considered on its own 
merits. He could assure Mr. Parkinson that the matter 
had not been forgotten, and that the Committee had done 
all that it was thoughé desirable to do in the matter. 

Sir Victor Horstey moved, and Mr. Armit seconded, 
that the question be now put. 

Mr. Cuarx’s proposal was then carried nem. con. 
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RESIGNATIONS. 
Mr. Cxiark next moved the paragraph dealing with the 
notification to honorary secretaries of the resignation of 
Members, which was carried. 


SUPPLEMENTARY GRANTS. 

On the paragraph dealing with Supplementary Grants 
under By-law 18, 

Mr. Cuark said this was a matter of considerable im- 
portance, and occurred for the first time since the new 
Constitution. The South Wales Branch made an applica- 
tion to the Council for a special grant, and that was re- 
ferred to the Organization Committee, who, after consider- 
ing all the circumstances, which were, he thought, suffi- 
ciently known, recommended a supplementary grant of 
£150 out of the funds of the Association. 

The paragraph was agreed to. 


AREAS. 

Mr. Cuark, moving the paragraph dealing with areas 
and boundaries, stated that Blackburn and Burnley, 
Halifax and Huddersfield were entitled to become 
separate Divisions. 

RULEs. 

Mr. ANDREW CLARK moved the paragraph dealing with 
Rules, Branches, and Divisions. 

Dr. Micnie (Transvaal) said that the Committee had 
been unable to approve of the rules submitted by the 
Natal Branch providing for voting by proxy for Branch 
Councils as at local Divisions, the rules submitted being 
deemed to be wltra vires. He wished to ask whether, by 
Section 6 of the Provisional Draft Charter, Colonial 
Branches would be able to institute vote by proxy. 

The Cuarrman said that the Solicitor had been consulted 
with regard to that point, and he was of opinion that it 
was covered by Section 6 of the Draft Charter. 

The Soticrror said he had a recollection that this ques- 
tion was under consideration at the time the Draft Charter 
was framed. The Colonies had been given freedom with 
regard to their administration, and in his opinion the 
Charter would enable proxy voting to take place; but if 
the Meeting should be of opinion that it was desirable 
that the Colonies should have this power he would take a 
note of it, and if any additional words should be necessary 
they would be inserted. 

The CuarrMAN observed that that would be under the 
Charter. 

CHAIRMAN OR PRESIDENT. 

Mr. ANDREW CLarK moved the paragraph relating to the 
titles of Division officers. 

Dr. ForHeraitt asked if the Committee had obtained 
information from the Divisions as to the use of the word 
“ President” instead of “Chairman.” He thought the 
practice should be uniform. 

Mr. ANDREW C1ark said that the Committee had prac- 
tically done nothing except what it was told to do last 
year. 

In reply to Dr. ForHerciit, the CuArrman said the Com- 
mittee was asked to get information about the titles of 
these officers in the Divisions, and the Organization Com- 
mittee had expressed the opinion that it should be left to 
each Division to determine whether its presiding officer 
should be called Chairman or President. If this was not 
satisfactory to the Meeting a notice must be given to 
rescind the Resolution passed last year, which the 
Organization Committee had carried out. The paragraph 
was then agreed to. 


MeEpicaL SEcRETARY’S VISITS. 

Mr. ANDREW CLaRK, on the paragraph dealing with the 
Medical Secretary’s visits to Divisions and Branches, said 
that officer had not been able to go to as many places as 
he would have liked, but where a visit was desired a note 
was made to that effect. The paragraph was then 
approved. 

ORGANIZATION OF BRANCHES. 

Mr. ANDREW CuarK said that the instructions of the 
Annual Representative Meeting with reference to the 
organization of the Branches had been considered by the 
Committee on several occasions, but it was a midst 
difficult matter to deal with; he hoped that the Com- 
mittee would be able to report next year. The proposal 
that a circular should be sent to members of the pro- 
fession setting forth the objects of the Association had not 





been forgotten, but it was thought better that this should 
be sent out about Christmas time. 

Dr. D. F. Topp said he thought the circular should be 
sent through the Secretaries of Divisions, because -other- 
wise the circulars might be sent to mén who were not 
eligible for membership. 

Dr. Murr (Glasgow, E.) spoke of the desirability of 
bringing in members to the Association, and moved that 
the Secretaries of the different Branche¢ where there were 
medical schools should send a circular to every duly quali- 
fied medical practitioner. He found in Glasgow that a very 
large proportion of the young men who had qualified 
within the last three or four years were not’ members ‘of 
the Association, and he thought that’thé objéct and aims 
of the Association should be brought before them; it was 
to that class of young men that the Association must look 
for recruits, oul the Association should see that-they were 
not acting contrary to the ethics of the profession. 

The CuarrMaN remarked that no doubt Mr. Clark would 
take notice of the suggestion. 

The Report was approved. 


ELIGIBILITY FOR ELECTION TO CENTRAL COUNCIL, 

In reply to Mr. Parkinson (Bournemouth), 

The Soxtcrror said that with regard to Branches in the 
United Kingdom, By-law 28 defined the qualification, but 
it provided that the conditions of eligibility for election as 
a Member of Council by a Branch not in the United 
Kingdom should be such as might be determined by the 
rules of the said Branch, and if no such rule had been 
adopted the regulations as to eligibility should be the same 
as for the Branches in the United Kingdom. He could 
not, therefore, speak on this question unless he knew what 
the rules of the particular Branch were. 

The CHatrman suggested that Mr. Parkinson should give 
notice of the question. + 


ADDRESSES TO STUDENTS ON ORGANIZATION. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) asked if he 
would be in order in suggesting, seeing that they were to 
have a new Assistant Secretary, and the Medical Secre- 
tary would have more time, that it should be an instruc- 
tion that he give an address each year in the medical 
schools on the organization of the profession, so as to get 
hold of the students, and give them some idea of what 
would be in front of them when they should come into 
practice. 

The CuHarrman remarked that that should go as a 
suggestion to the Organization Committee. 


PREMISES COMMITTEE. 

Mr. ANDREW CLARK said that since the paragraph deal- 
ing with this subject was written the building had made 
much further progress. The windows were in up to the 
second floor and the floors were nearly all done. He had 


every reason to believe that the premises would be ready 


for occupation in October. There was, perhaps, another 
thing he would be expected to say something about— 
namely, the fuss which had been made about the statues. 
He believed it was now generally accepted that the 
building was an ornament to the Strand, and that there 
was no real objection to it. - 

Dr. Joun Brown (Bury and Rochdale) sincerely congratu- 
lated the Premises Committee upon their work, but was of 
the opinion that it was not wise really to have nude 
statuary. However, since the work was there, and 
especially as it was skied, and as the Journat said that 
only about five or six people a day-;would’ see it, and as 
he was somewhat mollified in his objection, and as. the 
London smoke would be a covering, he was going to 
withdraw his Resolution. 

The Meeting consented to the withdrawal. 


Pustic HEALTH COMMITTEE. 

Mr. C. H. Warts Parkinson (Bournemouth) then moved 
that the Report of the Public Health Committee be 
received. This was agreed to. ' 

Mr. C. H. Watts Freamnen then brought forward the 
Special Report of the Public Health Committee on 
Vaccination : 

The Annual Representative Meeting of 1906 passed the fol- 


lowing Resolution, namely: 
That every registered medical practitioner should have the privileges 
of a public vaccinator. 
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The Public Health Committee submitted a Report with regard 
to this Resolution to the Annual Representative Meeting of 1907, 
which Report was referred back to the Committee for further con- 
sideration. The Committee, having fully considered the matter, 
submit for the consideration of the Annual Representative 
Meeting that the Resolution of 1906 above quoted was not in 
conformity with the previous ‘carefully-considered and formal 
declarations of the policy of the Association as regards vaccina- 
tion, which had not been rescinded. Therefore, the Public 
Health Committee, in its position as the responsible adviser of 
the Council of the Association as to the action to be taken on 
behalf of the Association with respect to vaccination,was in the 
difficulty of sete received conflicting instructions. The Com- 
mittee recommended that the Bes deliberately adopted by 
the Association at Oxford in 1 be adhered to, and that the 
Resolution adopted at London, 1906—namely, “that every 
Registered Medical Practitioner should have the privileges of 
a public vaccinator ’’—be rescinded. 


Mr. Parkinson moved accordingly. 
Dr. E. R. ForHerGity (Wandsworth) asked in ‘what wa 
the two Resolutions differed. He suggested that they aid 
not contradict each other. 
Mr, Parkinson said that the first Resolution was : 


That every private practitioner furnishing the vaccination 
authority with certificates of successful and efficient vac- 
cination, satisfying a standard fixed by the Local Government 
Board, should receive a suitable fee for each such certificate. 


That Resolution was adopted, and the Committee had 
endeavoured to carry it out, and had pressed it upon 
the Government that every medical man who vaccinated 
a case in accordance with the requirements of the Local 
Government Board should be paid a fee, not for the actual 
vaccination, but for notifying ; just the same as a man was 
paid who notified an infectious disease. It appeared that 
the second Resolution conflicted with that, because it 
demanded that every man who vaccinated a private case 
should have all the privileges of a public vaccinator, and 
should have a fee fi®m the Government. It was imprac- 
ticable. A fee for notification was one thing, and that was 
feasible; but to expect that the Government would pay 
every medical man for every vaccination was a very different 
thing. The Resolution of the Public Health Committee 
was that, in their opinion, a man should be paid for 
notifying every case so long as it was an efficient vaccina- 
tion, and that he should rely upon his own patient for 
payment for the surgical operation. 

r. T. Larran (Carlow, Kilkenny, and Waterford) urged 
that the proposition of Mr. Parkinson should not be 
adopted. He said the matter had been very fully discussed 
at the last. Meeting. 

Sir Victor Horstey said that he cordially supported the 
proposition that the Meeting should not agree to the 
Recommendation. -As Chairman of the Representative 
Meeting, he was one of a deputation of members of the 
Association which went to the Local Government Board on 
the question. Mr. Parkinson had said that these matters 
had been pressed upon the Government; but, so far as the 
speaker knew, no pressure had been put upon the Govern- 
ment. He did not call what had been done pressing the 
Government. The Association needed to be importunate 
npon these points. He hoped the Committee would not 
press the Motion for the adoption of the Recommendation. 

Mr. J. D. His (East Leinster) said the circumstances 
in Ireland were very different, and he did not think the 
carrying out of such a rule would suit the profession in 
Ireland. On this account solely he dissented from it. 

Dr. E. R. ForHercitt (Wandsworth) said one Resolution 
was that medical men should be paid for a certificate, and 
the other that they should be paid for an operation. Why 
the Public Health Committee thought the two things to 
be contradictory he failed to see. He proposed that the 
whole Report should go back, rather than that the Meeting 
should come to a ha3ty conclusion. 

Mr. Ba.uancE said that as far as he could see the differ- 
ence in the Resolutions was as follows: The Resolution 
passed in 1904 was: “That every private practitioner 
furnishing the vaccination authority with certificates of 
successful and efficient vaccination, satisfying a standard 
fixed by the Local Government Board, should receive a 
suitable fee for each such certificate.” In addition to the 
fee for the certificate, he: would also get a fee from the 
patient, which fee might range up to half a guinea or even 
a guinea. But the Resolution of 1906 was that “every 
medical practitioner should.have the privileges of a public 
vaccinator.” All his private patients would be vaccinated 

\ 





by the medical man, but would be paid for by the Govern- 
ment. He would: lose his private fee which he would 
have got under the Resolution of 1904; and he would be 
paid, say, 5s. or 7s. 6d. by the Government, and no more. 
That was, as far as he understood it, why the Committee 
suggested that the Resolution of 1906 should be rescinded, 
because it would press severely, from the financial’ view, 
upon the medical practitioner who would lose his fee. 

Dr. R. C. Butst (Dundee) said Sir Victor Horsley had 
placed him in a dilemma. He should support the Recom- 
mendation ; but he should also like to support Sir Victor’s 
stimulus to the Public Health Committee to further action 
in the matter. He would suggest that the meeting 
instruct the Committee to take further action in the 
matter. 

Mr. Parkinson said the Government would never accept 
the suggestion that a fee for the act of vaccination 
should be: paid by the Government in every case. He 
would appeal to those general practitioners present to 
remember that the Association contained a large body of 
men who were public vaccinators. The Public Health Com- 
mittee had to consider the interests of the public vaccinators 


as well as the interests of other members of the profession. 


A Resolution of the sort proposed would be utter ruination 
to the public vaccinators. He asked what had been the 
result of all the agitation about members wanting to get 
all the privileges of public vaccinators. The result had 
been that boards of guardians and others who had to pay 
the fee said: “These fees must be very much too high; 
see how the doctors are running after this job.” The 
consequence had been that with the help of the Local 
Government Board there had been a great reduction in the 
fees paid for public vaccination. If the idea spread among 
the public that the post of public vaccinator was such a very 
desirable one, the fees would be again cut down. He 
appealed to the Meeting not to press a proposal which 
could never possibly be accepted by any Government. 
The Committee was quite agreed that every private 
practitioner should receive a notification fee, so long as 
the case he notified had been properly vaccinated and 
came up to the standard required by the Government. 
That was in the interests of the public health, as it 
ensured the good vaccination of the people, and it was but 
a fair thing to pay the medical man for the notification. 
Sometimes, no doubt, some public vaccinators had been 
foolish enough to say that their vaccine came from 
the Government, and that it was better than any 
private man could get. That was bed wrong, and 
the Committee agreed that every man should be sup- 
plied with lymph by the Government, so that all the 
vaccination should be done under the best auspices with 
Government lymph. The Public Health Committee had 
spent a great deal of time over this matter; and felt sure 
that its Resolutions and Recommendations were in the 
interests not only of the public vaccinators and the pro- 
fession at large, but also in the interests of the entire 
community. 

The Recommendation of the Committee was then agreed 
to by 85 to 16. 

Dr. R. C. Burst (Dundee) moved : 

That it be an instruction to the Council to take vigorous 

action to press the Oxford Resolution on the Government. 

The motion was seconded by Mr. A. J. Drew (Oxford), 
and carried. 

Mr. ParkKINSON said that representations had been made 
to the Government by the Council that the fee for vaccina- 
tion was in many cases utterly inadequate; but the 
Government could hardly be expected to take any action 
until there was some Bill bearing on vaccination under 
consideration. When the next Vaccination Bill was 
brought in, it would be the time to press these matters 
on the Government. 

Sir Victor Horstrey asked whether the Association, 
through the Public Health Committee, had applied to the 
Local Government Board and received no answer. 

Mr. Parkinson said that letters had been written, and 
their receipt had been acknowledged ; and the Council had 
asked the Government to receive a deputation, but the 
Government had refused. 

Sir Victor Horstey suggested the Public Health Com- 


mittee might do well again to approach the Government. 


Department on the matter. , 
Mr. Parkinson replied that the Committee was again 
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zapproaching the Government at the present time on other 
‘matters. 

Dr. WatkER (South Edinburgh) said he had a case in 
point. In Aberdeen there was a scare about small-pox ; a 
-great number of people were revaccinated, he believed 
«some 2,000 or 3,000 people, and the Corporation absolutely 
.refused to pay more than a small nominal fee. He himself 
rvaccinated 300, and he believed the fee paid was 6d. for 
-each; and the medical man had no remedy. 

Mr. W. H. Horrocks (Bradford) said there had been a 
-seare in Bradford, and the guardians at once declared 
tthat they would receive notifications from all practitioners 

who vaccinated, and the cases were paid for at the ordinary 
vscale of half a crown. 

Dr. J. S. HotpEn (West Suffolk) asked why, if thematter 
was to be placed before the Government again, there 
‘should not be included the matter of the great facility now 
given for exemptions. That facility should be restricted 
to some extent. 

The Cuarrman stated that that matter would come in 
‘better on Sir Victor Horsley’s Motion that further steps 
<should be taken. 


SECURITY OF TENURE. 

Mr. Parkinson moved the adoption of the paragraphs 
with regard to security of tenure of health officers. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL inquired if the paragraph might be 
taken in conjunction with the one under the Medico- 
Political Committee’s Report. 

Mr. Parkinson thought it belonged to the Public Health 
Committee, which had made frequent appeals +o the 
Government to receive deputations, and, although Mr. 
Burns refused to meet them, yet they had been working 
rather strenuously in the matter. He thought they ought 
to tender their thanks to Sir Walter Foster for the work he 
shad done for them. He had asked questions and intro- 
duced. their bill again, and kept the matter before 
the Government. 

The paragraph was approved, as also that referring to 
the Children’s Bill. 

The paragraph with regard to fees to public vaccinators 
was also agreed to. ; 


ACTION TAKEN BY THE PuBLic HEALTH COMMITTEE IN 
Various CasEs. 

Mr. Parkinson said the Committee had to be dis- 
<riminating in dealing with the cases reported to 
dt. In many where the demands had been moderate 
and fair there was no doubt the action taken 
had been most useful. Unfortunately .there had 
been failure in some cases, owing to the fact that 
‘men who had applied for assistance had been turned out 
-of their offices and their places taken by some other men 
in the neighbourhood. That was most unfortunate, and 
if the Public Health Committee were to carry on such 
cases there ought to be some understanding that when a 
Division supported the application of individuals it ought 
_ to be permissible for any other resident to accept the 
office. 

The paragraph was then approved, and the whole 
Report was adopted and approved. 

Sir Victor Horstey moved: 

That the Public Health Committee be recommended to 
actively press upon the Government the views of the Asso- 
ciation in respect of vaccination. 

Dr. Krrsy (Birmingham) seconded. 

Mr. J. D. Hits (East Leinster) supported, and suggested 
to the Public Health Committee the advisability of 
4Anquiring into the system in vogue in Ireland, because the 
“system there was more beneficial than seemed to be 
understood. y 

Mr. G. Westsy (Liverpool, Southern) supported the 
Motion. 

Dr. Cox (Consett, Gateshead) suggested the advisability 
“of the Public Health Committee drawing public attention 
to the large number of cases of injustice which must have 
been accumulated. 

The Cuartrman said the Council of course would take 
advantage of that and everything else that they could. 

1 as Horstey’s Resolution was then put and 
‘Carried. 


WHOLE-TIME Mepicat OFFICERS oF HEALTH. 
Dr. T, Larran (Carlow, Kilkenny, and Waterford) moved 





that it be an instruction to the Council to refer the fol- 
lowing proposition to the Divisions: 
That health officers shall give their whole time to the work. 


He said that not only must officers of health have security 
of tenure, but give their whole time to the work. Private 
practice was wholly incompatible with the proper discharge 
of their duties. Every day in the week medical officers of 
health receiving the munificent sum of £10 or £20 a year 
had to allow the most flagrant practices or suffer for it. 
He instanced a case which occurred a short time ago in 
Ireland. A member of a council was summoned for 
adulteration; the magistrate adjudicating on the Bench 
was himself the sanitary officer, and he did his best to 
get the councillor off scot-free, and would probably have 
succeeded but for the local policeman, who insisted that 
the case was a clear case, and the councillor was con- 
victed. [{Laughter.| He (the speaker) had given evidence 
as far back as 1877 before a Royal Commission—to the 
proceedings of which Sir Walter Foster referred in a 
speech he had made a couple of weeks ago. That 
bespoke security of tenure, but did not insist at that 
time that everybody in the sanitary service should not 
be allowed to practise privately. As long as men were 
allowed to practise and at the same time discharge the 
duty of health officers the whole scheme of the legislation 
would be defeated. 

Dr. E. T. Davies (Liverpool, N.), who seconded, said he 
did not think such officials could conscientiously and 
properly do their duty if at the same time they were 
allowed to attend patients privately. 

Dr. S. A. Git (Southport) suggested that such a pro- 
hibition would mean an increase of rates. 

Mr. Parktnson pointed out that the question of security 
of tenure had been before the Representative Meeting on 
several occasions, and had always been carried with very 
large majorities. The idea of the Public Health Com- 
mittee was that as long as medical officers of health were 
part-time officers they wanted protection in the perform- 
ance of their duty very often more than whole-time men 
did. The time was coming when every medical officer of 
health would have to devote his whole time to the work, 
but he would deprecate any expression of opinion by the 
Meeting to the effect that they were to sacrifice part- 
time men in the interests of whole-time men. In 
the Housing Bill the Government had introduced 
he believed that security of tenure was afforded 
to medical officers of health who were whole-time 
men. That was a step in the right direction, and he 
believed the Medical Officers of Health Society would 
approve or support the measure, but the Public Health 
Committee felt that they were not justified in giving up 
part-time men for the sake of others. If anything came 
out of the discussion one way or the other, which would 
instruct the Public Health Committee in what direction to 
work, it would be a very great assistance, because they 
could not act until they had some indication of the views 
of the Representatives. 

The CuarrMan pointed out that Dr. Laffan’s proposition 
was simply an instruction to the Council to bring the 
matter before the Divisions. He put the Resolution to the 
Meeting and it was agreed to. 


ScrenceE CoMMITTEE. 

On the motion of the CHatrMan, the paragraph referrin. 
to the Report of the Science Committee was received an 
approved. 

Scottish CoMMITTEE. 

Dr. Bruce Gorr moved that the paragraph on the 
Report of the Scottish Committee be received. The Report 
of the Poor Law Commission had not yet been issued, and 
therefore there could not be very much said about that in 
the meantime. With regard to the inquiry on this subject 
made by the Committee, an analysis had been published 
in the JOURNAL. 

The Motion was then agreed to. 


THERAPEUTICAL COMMITTEE. ; 
The statement as to this Committee was received and 
approved. 
Dates oF REFERENCE TO DIVISIONS. 
Dr. FoTHERGILL said there was difficulty in knowing in 
the Divisions when notices were coming down. If some 
scheme could be drawn up by which the Divisions could 
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get a month’s notice, or even two or three weeks, the 

ivisions’ arrangements could be made for organizing 
meetings. He moved a Resolution which, after some 
amendment, was adopted as follows : 

That a scheme of probable dates by which the Divisions will 
receive matters for consideration should be prepared at the 
Head Office, and issued to honorary secretaries of Divisions 
and Branches in each year. 


+ Dr. Forreremt (Wandsworth) moved : 


That it be referred to the Central Council to consider and 
report, after. consulting the Divisions, as to the advisability 
of holdi the Annual. Representative Meeting with or 
without the Annual Meeting of the Association being in 
conjunction, at an earlier period of the year than July. 

Under the present arrangement the Meeting was usually 
instructing the-Council just about the time when it was 
too late to take Parliamentary action upon anything. It 
was -a matter concerning the Central Office organization ; 
but it seemed to him that. if the Meeting were held about 
six weeks before the holidays began it would be better. If 
they had the subjects before the Divisions in November 
and January there would be more likelihood of men 
attending than in May and June. He suggested that the 
Association would work with more’ confidence and _ its 
Résolutions would wt more weight if the course he had 
suggested were adopted. 

Dr. DaruinG (Portadown and West Down) pointed out.that 
men who had to come from a long distance certainly could 
not attend the Representative Meeting, and then come at 
another period of the year to the Annual Meeting. 

Dr. Brown (Bacup) hoped the Amendment would not be 
carried, because-it -would involve medical men going away 
from their practices twice during the summer months. 

Dr. R. C. Burst (Dundee) said it might suit some 
of the Divisions, but it would play havoc with the business 
of the Association. 

The CuarrMan pointed out that it would require an 
altération of the Articles of Association in order to carry 
out the suggestion. He did not know whether it was 
easier to obtain a Charter than to alter the Articles of 
Association, but it had taken five years to get a Charter. 

Dr. E. R. FotHrrem.t (Wandsworth) said he was talking 
of. the Charter, not of the Articles of Association. 

The Cuatrman said that at present the proposal was 
almost physically impossible. 

Dr. A. Cox (Consett, Gateshead) hoped the Meeting 
would not agree to this proposal. The matter had -been 
discussed from time to time; and it had been resolved, 
with almost a unanimous voice, that it was best that the 
two Meetings should come together. 

Dr. W. Opdet.. (Torquay) supported Dr. Cox on the 
ground that it was impossible for medical men to attend 
two Meetings in a year. 

The Resolution. was lost. 


MeEpicaL Socrowoey. 
Dr. E. R. Fornereimt (Wandsworth) moved: 
That it be referred to the Central Council to consider the 
~ desirability of making arrangements at the next: Annual 
Meeting of the Association for a Section of Medical Sociology, 
at which: Members of the laity as well as of the Medical 


Profession.would be invited to read rs and take: part in 


the subsequent discussions, and, if thought desirable, to. 


arrange accordingly. 

It was, he said, very desirable that the medical pro- 
fession, and. especially this Association, should take its 
rightful. position in the discussion: of the question of 
sociology, most of which presented a medical aspect. 
Members came to the Representative Meeting to discuss 
questions upon which he would suggest-they had not. had 
sufficient education, and it seemed to him that they could 
better apply medical principles to sociology if they knew 
what. the. lay party considered were the principles 
involved. 

Mr. J.D. Hinuts (East Leinster) asked whether it would 
be in accordance with the By-laws to ask non-members to 
take part in their proceedings and read papers. - 

The CuarrmaN said that he had been informed by the 
Solicitor that there-was — in the By-laws against it. 

' Dr. Brewn (Bury and Rochdale). seconded. the« Resolu- 
tion, thinking no harm whatever would come of it.. He 
thought there were many subjects in which the laity could 
help.them.. 7 

_ Dr. Macuean (Cardiff) strongly.opposed. the proposal on 
two grounds: (1) The question of expense, and (2) ex- 





pediency. The addition of a Section of this kind would 
involve a considerable amount of administrative expense, 
which he thought the Association could not really afford. 
On the question of expediency, so far the Association had 
confined itself to certain spheres that were professional, 
and he thought it would be a great. pity to expend its 
energies in other directions. 

Dr. Murr (Glasgow) was opposed to the proposal, fearing 
the introduction of politics into the Association. 

Dr. A. Cox (Consett, Gateshead) supported the Motion, 
and expressed surprise at Dr. Maclean’s estimate of it. 
If there was one thing more apparent than another in the 
present day, it was|the vast interest-that the State was 
taking in the affairs of the everyday citizen, and it was 
quite certain that much ‘proposed legislation could not be: 
carried out without the assistance of the profession. They 
saw that already, particularly in regard to: the school 
examinations. The Medical Profession had not only to 
educate the public, but also to receive education by the: 
public; and how could it be received better than in a. 
Section of the kind suggested, where no vote couid be 
taken and no Resolution arrived at? As regarded the 
expense, he did not think it would amount to anything like 
so much as Dr. Maclean would lead them to think. 

Sir Victor Horstey said with regard to there being 
no real expense connected with the matter, what. 
Dr.. Cox had. said was extremely true, as shown 
by the pleasure with which they were’ received. by 
other persons interested in sociology reform, who. asked 
them to attend their congresses. If those persons wished. 
them to go there surely this Association should wish ‘te 
have those persons here. He thought this interchange of 
thought where their interests were general would: be of 
value to the profession. As regards Dr. Muir’s fear that. 
politics would be introduced, of course they all knew that. 
people in the North did not care about politics, where they 
had a little heaven of their own; but in the South they 
could not dissociate themselves from the facet that they 
lived in a community ; and that the more they studied the 
principles under which the community existed; the better 
for themselves. 

Mr. Parkinson wished to have a definition of “ sociology” 
—did it mean Socialism, or not ? 

Dr. W. Ovett (Torquay) opposed the Resolution, because: 
there were already seventeen sections; and he thought 
there was enough work before them. He did not think it 
was for that Association to invite unqualified people. to 
their Meetings; it was'a medical association, and should 
not invite the laity. 

Mr. F. C. Larkin thought Mr. Parkinson ‘had given 
a good argument for establishing the Section; as 
it would enable them to teach Mr. Parkinson what 
“sociology” meant; and if there were any other mem-~ 
bers of the body. who were im the same state of mind 
as Mr. Parkinson, he thought it was highly. desirable: they 
should be educated. He could not see what. objection 
there could be to establishing the Section. There were 
certainly many of them who would be delighted to join. its 
and who would take the greatest interest in its proceedings: 
If there were some whose time was taken up with the 
Medico-Scientific Sections, that would. perhaps - leave 
others more time to devote to the hearing: of the ‘views 
that the laity would express. He was sure it would bea. 
great advantage to the Association if it did take: up this. 
matter. 

Dr. Pore asked for a ruling as to whether the establish- 
ment of such a Section came: within the objects of the 
Association. 

The Soricrtor thought 1+ would. clearly come within (a) 
of No. 3 of the Memorandum, and that the laity could be 
admitted. 

Mr. ForHerGitu’s Motion was then: put to the Meeting 
and carried. 

The Report of the Council as a whole was then 
approved. 


Eigisitity As DrvisIonAL AND BrancH REPRESENTATIVEs 
The Soricrror answered questions by Mr..C. H. Watts. 
PaRKINSON (Bournemouth) as follows: 
(1) Any Member of the Association was eligible.for election to: 
represent a Division, whether resident in that Division or not. 
(2) The election of members of Council by Branches was. 
— most clearly by By-law 28; and ‘that in ‘the United 
ingdom candidates must-be resident within the area of the 
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Branch which they were elected to represent, while outside the 
United Kingdom the matter was governed by the Rules of the 
Branch concerned, and that if there were no rules applicable 
pena sy then that the same rule as governed the Home ep 
applied. 


THE CHARTER. 

The CuatrMan said that more than a year ago at the 
Caxton Hall Meeting it was understood that practically 
the Draft Charter was settled. Certain Amendments had 
been introduced, but it had been thought that this year 
would finish them off. They were for the purpose simply 
of polishing. In the meantime there had been a-certain 
number of Amendments sent in which would materially alter 
the Draft Charter, and require the matter to be postponed 
for another year for further consideration. He hoped that 
the gentlemen who had introduced those Amendments 
would be content on the suggestion of the Chairman of 
the Committee to let them stand over, as they could just 
as easily be dealt with and quite as quickly after the 
Charter was obtained. 

Mr. ANDREW CLark introduced the Special Report of the 
€ouncil on the Draft Charter.* The Organization Com- 
mittee, after many meetings of the Committee and Subcom- 
mittees with Solicitor and with Counsel, had incorporated 
in ‘the Report what he believed to be the wishes 
of the Representative Meeting. As the Chairman of 
the Meeting had said, there were certain notices 
of motion which, if carried that day, would necessitate 
the matter going back to the Committee and being 
reported again to the Meeting; but he hoped that the 
‘Organization Committee would be left to make the few 
verbal . alterations which were necessary, so that the 
Charter could be applied for this year. Since the Report 
on the Revision of the Draft Charter had been circulated 
the Solicitor had had some communication with the Privy 
Council, and owing to that fact certain verbal Amendments 
had been made. They did not involve any alteration in 
principle. 

The Draft Charter was then agreed to down to the end 
of Clause 2 (v), with the following alterations: In line 11 
of Clause 1 the word “ and” was deleted and the following 
words inserted : 

Provided that such other lands, tenements, and hereditaments, 
situated in Our said United Kingdom, do not exceed in the 
whole at any one time in annual value the sum of £10,000, 
such value to be assessed according ‘to the annnal value of 
such lands, tenements, and hereditaments at the respective 
dates at which the same shall be taken, acquired, or 
purchased by the Association. And, thirdly, 

Rh the CHalRMAN oF CouNcIL moving the adoption 

or (v1), 

Dr. WALKER (Edinburgh) moved the following: 

Since many Divisions are strongly opposed to certain of the 
objects defined in Clause 2, Section (2), of the Draft Charter, 
and also to vesting the government of the Association solely 
in the Representative Meeting, without any adequate check 
on hasty or ill-advised legislation, these proposals shall not 
be adopted without being submitted for confirmation to all 
the members directly. 

‘He said that the Resolution had been practically unani- 
mously passed by the Southern Division of Edinburgh. 
Sir Victor Horsley had said that in Scotland they were in 
a sort of heaven of their own. and had no interest in 
common with the English members. 

Sir Victor Horstey dissented. 

Dr. A. WALKER then proceeded to deal with the objects 
of the Association as set out in Clause 2. They were 
chiefly with regard to the political side, and also to the 
presentation ‘of cases before the General Medical Council. 
His Division believed the political proposals would be 
impracticable and would raise internal dissension in 
the Association. It was very much better that 
‘the Association should take no part whatever in 
‘political matters. With reference to penal cases 
before the General Medical Council, ‘the objection 
was that that Council was a body intended for the very 
purpose of prosecuting those members of the profession 
who in any way transgressed the laws of the profession 
and did anything worthy of.condemnation. Therefore the 
Association’s policy should be to stimulate the General 
Medical Council to do their duty in this matter and not for 
the Association to undertake prosecutions. The result of 
‘so doing would be that the Association would lose 
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members who were members of the General Medical 
Council; this would be a serious loss, because very 
many valuable members of the British Medical Asso- 
ciation were members of the General Medical Council. 
His Division was not hostile to the Draft Charter, and 
recognized the obligations the Association was under. to 
those who had prepared it. The objection was thatthe 
Divisions were not properly representative. [No! No|!] 
The Meeting differed from him, but that was the conten- 
tion of his Division, since it appeared that the Divisions 
could only command the attendance of something under 
10 per cent. of the members of the Association. That fact 
was evidenced by the voting on the Referendum, and that 
seemed to show the Divisions ‘had: not that hold of the 
Association which they should have to be in sole control.of 
the affairs of the Association. Very serious ¢ es. of 
policy, or changes involving heavy financial expenditure, 
should be carried beyond the Divisions and referred to the 
members generally to get their opinion. It was possible, 
for example, that matters like medical defence might not 
eventuate successfully—they might fail; in such case it 
would be possible for members of the Association to say, 
“ We took no part in the perpetration of ‘this Charter and 
refuse to be bound by it” ; they might discard the Associa- 
tion altogether. To avoid that it was necessary to reach 
the members of the Association generally. 

Dr. Macuean (Cardiff) thought: it- unwise to incorporate 
in the Resolution such expressions as “without any 
adequate check” or “hasty or ill-advised legislation.” 

Dr. A. WaLkeR, having declined to accept the Chair- 
man’s suggested modification of the Resolution so as 
to read: “Since many Divisions are strongly opposed ‘to 
certain objects defined in Clause 2, these proposals should 
not be adopted without being submitted for confirmation 
to members of the Association directly,” unless he were 
allowed to introduce the omitted part in the second part 
of the Resolution (which the CuHatrman declined to 
allow), 

Dr. Kirsy (Birmingham) moved as an Amendment to 
omit the words from “ Charter” to the word “ legislation.” 

Dr. F. J. McCann (Westminster) seconded. 

The Amendment was put and lost. 

Sir Victor Horsey, resuming the discussion on Dr. 
Walker’s Resolution, said it seemed to be based on two 
misunderstandings. First, Dr. Walker said, “ many 
Divisions ” were opposed to the clauses. What Divisions ? 
The mover of the Resolution had simply mentioned two 
or three in Edinburgh. Sir Victor declined to admit that 
a large percentage of the Divisions were in opposition. 
Secondly, it was said the Association would lose members 
because of its action in regard to the General Medical 
Council. What had they lost?—some half a dozen 
members. That was no great loss to an Association of 
20,000 members, and the argument was ridiculous. As an 
ex-member of the General Medical Council, would they 
let him say that that Council had for many years 
constitutionally held that it was not a body to prosecute 
offenders? It was judge, not prosecutor. The whole of 
what Dr. Walker had said on the point was said under a 
misapprehension of the Medical Act. 3 he 

Mr. Warp Cousins pointed out the impossibility of 
making Dr. Walker’s suggestion that there should be an 
appeal to the individual members of the Association of 
any avail at all. The last Referendum had shown that 
18,000 members took no part in the administraticn. The 
whole power of control of the Association was 11 the 
Representative Body. If an appeal were made incl- 
vidually to the members, he did not think any better 
result could be obtained. In his opinion the individual 
members -were perfectly content to leave the control of 
the Association in the hands of the Representative Body. 

Dr. WALKER, replying, felt the Resolution propc sod was 
against the general opinion of the Representative Body. 
His Division had recognized that as a possible result, but 
wished to regard the Resolution as a protest. With regard 
to what Sir Victor Horsley had said, he had no doubt if sll 
the Divisions were approached individually it would be 
found a very large proportion were favourable to ‘the 
Resolution. “The Referendum had been merely a vote of 
confidence between the Representative Body and the 
Council, and naturally the larger body succeeded in carry- 
ing it. He disagreed with the statement that the Edinburgh 
Divisions had no right to interfere with the policy of the 
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Association. They were responsible as part of the Asso- 
ciation, and he could assure the Meeting that it would not 
be a very surprising thing if there was an association 
formed in Scotland, or, at all events, near Edinburgh, in 
opposition to the British Medical Association. (Oh! Oh!) 

e was not speaking from theory, but that was the feeling 
in Edinburgh. 

The Resolution was then put, and on a show of hands 
12 voted for and 98 against. 
’ Mr. AnpREW CLarK then moved the adoption of Sub- 
subsections vi, vii, viii, ix, x, and xi of Subsection 2 of 
Clause 2, which were agrecd to. Clauses 3,4, 5 (1) and (2) 
were also agreed to. 


Upon Clause 6. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL (Wandsworth) before moving— 

That should Counsel consider it necessary, in order to allow of 
the formation and recognition of Federations of Branches 
at Home and in the Colonies as part of the constitution of 
the Assaciation, a clause be inserted in the Charter or 
Ordinances. 

asked if any information were to be given. 

The CuarrMaN said, after consultation with the Solicitor, 
it was found that the adoption of the proposition meant 
practically a rearrangement of all the machinery of the 
Charter. If the matter were left until the Charter was 
obtained, the proposal could be carried into effect then, 
and much time saved. He suggested that the Resolution 
should be withdrawn. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL withdrew the Resolution on the distinct 
understanding that the fact was entered on the Minutes, 
to which the Meeting assented. 

Clause 6 (1), (2), (3), (4), and (5) was then agreed to. 


On Clause 7. 

Dr. Maciean (Cardiff) moved : 

That a decision of the Representative ‘Meeting to adopt, for 
the furtherance of the objects of the Association, any of the 
means specified in Clause 2 (2) of the Charter not previously 
adopted, shall require confirmation by another Representa- 
tive Meeting. If so confirmed:the proposal will then 

- come before the Council, who mayjtake_a Referendum. 


He said there was a consensus of opinion that the time 
had come for the application for the Charter. Last year 
there was a disagreement between the majority on the 
Council and the majority on the Representattve Meeting. 
On certain of those points of disagreement a decision had 
been taken, and the Council accepted that decision as 
from the Association, but there were outstanding 
points which threatened to break down what had been 
hoped would be a clearly unanimous application for 
the Charter. With a view to arriving at an under- 
standing as to those points, the President, Dr. Davy, 
asked certain members of the Representative Meeting, 
to meet certain members of the Council, and discuss points 
of difference, and as a result of that discussion it was 
practically.decided to place the Resolutions standing in the 
name of the Cardiff Division before the Meeting. Arart 
from that, he thought the Resolutions had sufficient merit 
to stand alone. If the Resolutions were passed the opposi- 
tion which might otherwise arise would be allayed. There 
appeared to be considerable apprehension on the part of 
certain members of the Association that the Meeting 
might, in a fit of enthusiasm, think certain objects of the 
Association should be added to those already in operation, 
and that such a Resolution might be arrived at without 
due consideration, and in a somewhat hasty manner. It 
was to meet that idea that his Resolution was put forward. 

Dr. D. F. Topp asked if this Resolution would put the 
Charter back another year. 

The CHairman said the Motion was perfectly simple. 
If the Charter was passed and they wanted to apply for 
any new powers under the Charter, they would have to 
come before the Representative Meeting for confirmation, 
and then be referred to the Council. This was simply for 
the purpose of seeing that the Charter was thoroughly and 
freely discussed. 

Dr. WALKER said he was instructed by his Division to 
support this as an alternative to his Motion. 

Sir Victor Horsey regarded this as involving a very 
serious principle as affecting the working of the Associa- 
tion, because it meant, that whenever any proposition 
which might be of the utmost benefit to the members was 
brought before the meeting constitutionally and was passed 





by the Meeting, it was to be deliberately hung up for- 
a whole year. |No, No.| " 

Dr. McCaxn suggested that there need not be an interval) 
of twelve months. 

Dr. FotHEerGILt said his Division wished him to vote» 
against the Cardiff Resolution as it stood. He moved to. 
insert after the words “another Representative Meeting ’” 
the words “to be held not more than six months sub, 
sequently.” 

Dr. Cox was strongly of opinion that this suggestion: 
would be a great protection to the controlling body and. 
the Representative Body. Questions which came before. 
the Representative Meeting often gave rise to differences: 
of opinion, and many questions which had agitated that. 
Meeting had already been under the consideration of the: 
Representative Body. 

Dr. A. H. Witutams asked whether, if the Amendment. 
were carried, it would allow of the extra Meeting being 
held immediately after the Annual Meeting. 

The CuarrMAN said it could be held after a delay per- 
mitting the statutory notices to be given. 

Dr. A. Cox thought there was evidence that there was. 
in several of the Divisions a fear.of what might happen. 
under the Charter and that fear might lead to opposition 
or friction which it was desirable to avoid, but no one. 
wished to get rid of that opposition if the getting rid of it. 
meant the sacrifice of any principle, and he did not _ think. 
that this Resolution of Dr. Maclean’s affected any principle. 
at all. At present they could do certain things without. 
adopting the Charter. If members rejected the Amend-- 
ment and voted for the Resolution, he thought they would. 
conciliate a certain amount of feeling which it was desir- 
able to conciliate and smooth away the fears of some, 
gentlemen who were quite loyal to the British Medical 
Association but still feared that there might be hasty legis. 
lation. If those fears could be got rid of without sacrificing, 
any principle he thought it would be a good thing. 

ay Buist opposed the Amendment on the ground that. 
he objected to hustling, and thought the less they tried to 
hustle the slow members the better. 

Mr. Rose (Stratford) hoped that both the Amendment. 
and the Resolution would be defeated, on the ground that. 
it was undesirable to incur the risk of further delay. A 
Registration Bill was before Parliament at the present. 
time, and other bills might be before Parliament on which 
the profession might wish to express its opinion, and that 
opinion would not be available without a long delay. 

Mr. BaLLaNnceE said that as Dr. Maclean had said these 
Resolutions were framed with a view to the promotion of 
harmony without sacrifice of principle, he thought the 
suggested sacrifice of principle was non-existent. The’ 
objects in Clause 2 of the Charter to which this Resolution 
referred were mainly three in number: the taking up of 
medical defence, the establishment of a medical agency, 
and the establishment of benevolent funds. Those were 
the objects which it was proposed to safeguard by the 
opinion of the second Representative Meeting. Having: 
regard to the importance of those matters, he could not. 
see that delay for a short period would really affect the- 
interests of the Association very much. He did not in. 
the least object to giving the Council the power of 
Referendum after the second Representative Meeting, for: 
he thought the Council would think cnce, twice, or even. 
thrice before it took a Referendum if a Resolution had 
been confirmed by a second Representative Meeting. He 
hoped the Resolution would go through, and he also hoped. 
the Amendment would not go through, because he saw no. 
reason why they should tie their hands for six months in. 
order to postpone the taking up of such a scheme as the- 
medical agency and benevolent fund. 

Sir Vicror Horstey said that it had been said that in. 
accepting this Amendment there was no sacrifice of. 
principle. That, he thought, was perfectly obvious, but. 
it was not the point. The point was that they’ 
were introducing a new principle into medical politics. As- 
Mr. Ward Cousins had said, most bodies had a second bod 
to appeal to. The Amendment would restrict the appeal. - 
They would pass a thing in their House of Commons and 
on appeal the matter would be hung up for six months or- 
a year, and then they would call upon their House of° 
Commons to discuss it all over again, and, finally, they- 
would send it up to their House of Lords, and to the 
Referendum. That was introducing a new principle into- 
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“the Association, and he thought ita very dangerous 
principle. He had heard speeches that day which 
«seemed to indicate that members thought that the 
‘business of the Association was getting along a great deal 
too quickly. He had been interested in medical. politics 
.for a number of years, and these questions which arose 
upon Clause 2 of the Charter were questions which to his 
certain ‘knowledge had been discussed for fifteen 
or twenty years. Was that getting along too 
quickly? All these remarks about hustling were, 
to his mind, absurd. They showed that the gentle- 
men who made them were not aware of what work 
-had been done in the Association for fifteen years. 
Under the present Constitution they had ample safeguards 
against any ill-advised legislation. When the Resolution 
went to the Council the Council could consider it and take 
.@ Referendum if necessary, but, as Mr. Ballance had said, 
‘it was not likely that they would take a Referendum in a 
hurry. But that did not take away from the Council the 
possession of the power. He hoped the Meeting would 
neither accept the Amendment or the Resolution. It was 
not a question of the sacrifice of a principle; it was an 
attempt to introduce a new principle which could not be 
acceptable in the interests of the Association. 

Dr. RamspEN (Chelsea) hoped the Meeting would vote 

against the Resolution and the Amendment, on the ground 
that there was no necessity for these appeals, and, 
secondly, on the ground of expense. 
t' Dr. Lanepon-Down said he was not in favour of the 
‘Amendment, but he was in favour of acting upon the 
Resolution, provided there was no real sacrifice of 
principle, which Sir Victor Horsley had insisted upon. 

Sir Victor Horstey said that his objection was to 

‘in‘roducing a new principle. 
+ Dr. Lanepon-Down questioned whether this was really 
a new principle. A great deal of the business before that 
Meeting had been discussed at previous Representative 
Meetings. Then it was referred to the Divisions and dis- 
<ussed again. He did not think that any important 
‘pinion of the Association had been arrived at in less 
than two Representative Meetings. At all events, there 
were very few such matters, and those matters, although 
they were important, need not be called urgent. 

Mr. Straton moved that the question be now put; but 
the CHarrMaN said he could not accept that, as this was far 
too serious a matter, and he should allow everybody an 
opportunity of discussing it. 

Dr. St. CLarr SHADWELL, speaking to the Amendment, 
said that if it went through, another Meeting could be 
called the very next day to reconsider the matter. They 
were of course Representatives, and were instructed on 
any important matter by their Divisions, and if they voted 
ene way one day, if another Meeting was held the day 
afterwards, they had no right as Representatives to 
reverse their vote, and he therefore felt bound to oppose 
ithe Amendment. 

Mr. Larkin thought that if the Meeting should allow 
itself to be tied to another Meeting within six months of 
passing a Resolution, it would be very foolish. Members 
would be very slow indeed, he thought, to agree to the 
adoption of any one of these articles if they thought they 
were bound to come to another Meeting within six 
months. Under the present conditions, if the subject was 
of sufficient importance, another Meeting could be held 
within a reasonable time on statutory notice being given. 

The Amendment was then put to the Meeting and lost, 
3 voting in favour. 

Dr. J. J. Macan (Croydon) moved that the words after 
“‘ another Representative Meeting ” in the Cardiff Resolution 
should be omitted. It seemed to him that if the Council 
were to be allowed to take a Referendum at all on a 
Resolution of the Representative Meeting, they should 
‘take it at once after the first meeting. ' Otherwise unneces- 
sary delay would be caused. He thought that it was 
unnecessary that after a second Representative Meeting 
the Council should take a Referendum. 

Sir Victor Horstey asked whether the adoption of the 
‘Cardiff Resolution would prevent the Council from holding 
4 Referendum after the first Representative Meeting or 
not. 

The Cuairman ruled that it would entirely take away 
from the Council the power of holding a Referendum until 
after tho second Meeting. 
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Sir Victor Horstey seconded the proposal of Dr. Macan, 
On the ruling of the Chairman there would be two Repre- 
sentative Meetings and two Referendums to settle one point. 

Mr. Parkinson said that when a second Meeting was 
held the Council would be so convinced that the con- 
trolling body of the Association was in favour of a certaim. 
Resolution that they would not hold a Referendum. 

In answer to Mr. Ballance, 

The CuatrmaN said that he had no doubt whatever that 
the Cardiff Division never intended for one moment that 
there should be a Referendum after the first Representa- 
tive Meeting before the matter was referred to the next 
Meeting for confirmation. 

Dr. Mactean stated that what the Chairman had said 
as to the intention of the Cardiff Division was quite 
correct. 

Sir Victor Horstrey asked what other clauses in the 
Charter would have to be altered in order to bring about 
the fulfilment of the wishes of the Cardiff Division. 

The Soxicrror said that the first general point was to 
know what was intended and what was meant, and then 
the intention would have to be provided for in the Charter. 
The Ordinances and the By-laws and all the working 
machinery would have to be synchronized to that which 
was desired provided that it met with the approval 
of the Privy Council. There was contained in the 
Charter and in the Ordinances and By-laws at 
the present time machinery for the Council to take 
a Referendum upon every Resolution of the Representative 
Meeting. That state of things would continue to prevail 
unless and until it was negatived in certain actions, 
such as that to which the Cardiff Resolution was 
directed. For instance, if it was the intention of the 
Cardiff Resolution that there should be two Repre- 
sentative Meetings to decide one thing, and that there 
was a Referendum by the Council after the second 
Representative Meeting, -and only in that event, those 
provisions of the Ordinances and By-laws which per- 
mitted the Council to have a Referendum upon every 
Resolution of the Representative Meeting would have to be 
negatived, especially in those circumstances in so far as 
the Resolution of the first Representative Meeting was 
concerned. He could not put his finger at the moment 
upon the individual portions of the Ordinances and By- 
laws that had reference to the matter. He would have to 
look at the document. 

Mr. Parkinson said that according to the Cardiff Motion 
a Resolution carried by the Representative Meeting would 
not come before the Council at all until it had been before 
the second Representative Meeting. 

The Cuarrman said that every Resolution of the Repre- 
sentative Meeting must come before the Council in the 
form of Minutes. 

Mr. Parkinson said that the Cardiff Resolution must be 
altered, because it said “ If so confirmed the proposal will 
then come before the Council.” Surely that meant that 
until it was confirmed it did not come before the 
Council. 

Dr. J. E. P. Davies (S.W. Wales) appealed to Dr. Maclean 
to withdraw his Motion. There were so many thorny 
points that he did not think that they would ever be 
convinced of its desirability. He was sure that after the 
expression of opinion they had heard the Council would, if 
they were asked to do so, immediately refer a Resolution 
of the Representative Meeting to the Divisions, so that 
there would be a Referendum in some form or other which 
would prevent any hasty legislation. 

The Souicrror, in answer to Sir Victor Hovwsley, said 
that it appeared to him that if the Cardiff Resoiution was 
carried it would necessitate an alteration in Clause 7 of 
the Charter, and also in Clause 17 of the Ordinances. He 
did not find any others which directly touched upon the 
matter. 

Mr. Battance asked whether the proposed alteration 
was sufficiently grave to necessitate the summoning of 
another Representative Meeting to confirm it. 

The Soxicrror said that he thought not. It appeared to 
him that what was required was to know what was 
desired, and the alterations which effected what was 
desired could, he thought, be given effect to without the 
necessity of calling another Meeting. A 

It was moved, seconded, and agreed that the question be 
now put.’ 
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. The Motion moved by Dr. Macan was then put to: the 

Meeting and lost. 
- Dr. W. Gossz (Isle of Thanet, Canterbury and Faver- 
sham) asked whether the Motion of the Cardiff Division 
did not amount to the same thing as the Council being 
able to refer a question to another Representative 
Meeting. 

The CHatrMaN stated that that was not his opinion of 
the meaning of the Resolution; in his opinion it meant 
that a Resolution would need to be confirmed by the Repre- 
sentative Meeting a second time before the Council had a 
right to say whether or not there should be a Referendum 
in the matter. 

Sir-Vrcror Horstrey asked whether in the opinion of 
the Solicitor it was essential that a reference to the 
Referendum should appear in the body of the Charter in 
Clause 7. 

The Souicrror said, in reply, that he did not think 

that there would. be a necessity actually to. import 
into the Charter itself a reference to the Referen- 
dam, but there would be a necessity to amend 
Ordinance No. 17, so as to negative the right of Referen- 
dum of the Council applying to the Resolution of 
the first Meeting in connexion with matters to be brought 
under Clause 7. Clause 7 would have to be altered:so far 
as: the machinery was concerned to bring those matters 
into effect, and then it would have to be provided in Ordin- 
ance No. 17 that. the right of Referendum of the Council 
should not apply to the Resolution of a first Représentative 
Meeting which declared that a fresh object which should 
have application only to the section at present being con- 
sidered should be taken up. 
' Sir. Vicror Horsey said the matter was a very vital 
one, and the answer of the Solicitor was unfortunately. not 
clear upon the point which he was raising. If the effect 
of the Resolution was inserted in the first part. of the 
Charter as distinct from the Ordinances and the By-laws, 
it: would be the first time that the word “Referendum ” 
im reference to the matter was inserted in the body of the 
Charter. The step was a new one altogether, and the 
point was that it was all very fine to talk about getting a 
new Charter and about amending the Charter and so on, 
but it’ was expensive and. difficult. The proposition was 
to put something new into the body of the. Charter, and 
he wanted to know whether it was necessary that it should 
be there or not. He hoped that, if it was not necessary, 
the: Meeting would. reject the Motion of the Cardiff 
Division. 

Mr. Batiance (Norwich) said that as far as he under- 
stood the reply of the Solicitor it was to the effect that it 
was not necessary to: mention the matter of Referendum in 
the Charter. 

The Soxicrtor stated that it was so. 

Dr. Forsercitt- (Wandsworth) asked whether the 
Resolution could not go into the Ordinances or the By-laws 
and not im the Charter at all. 

' Dr. Burst (Dundee) hoped that the Meeting would 
decide the question on its merits, and would leave the 
question-of where the matter was to go to the drafters. 

_ The CHareman said that there was a very important 
point to be considered. If this was once put into the body 
of the Charter itself it would mean applying for a new 


Charter to alter it. If it was put in the Ordinances the - 


Association need only apply to the Privy Council; if it 
was put in the By-laws the Association could alter it itself. 
The, Solicitor advised that it was not necessary to include 
the words or the Motion of the Cardiff Division in the 
Chart2r proper.. 

Sir Victor Horsey asked the Cardiff Division to with- 

draw the Motion, at any rate for the present. They were 
proposing an extension and_ alteration of Clause 7 of the 
body of the Charter. He asked that the Motion might be 
withdrawn for the present, so that it would come later on 
when the Ordinances-or the By-laws were being con- 
sidered. : 
* Dr. Burst suggested that as they had discussed the 
principle so fully, if they decided that it was to go in the 
Ordinances instead of. in the Charter they could deal with 
the question of principle at once. 

Dr. L. D. Parsons (Gibraltar) said that the Charter had 
been very carefully considered by the Organization Com- 
mittee, and the Meeting ought to think twice before they 
made any alteration. If the alteration was wanted it 


\ 





would be. better that it should be allowed to come later 
on when the Meeting was dealing with the Ordinances. 
It would be an extremely difficult. and very expensive. 
matter to alter one single item in the main body of the. 
Charter afterwards. Personally he was against both the 
Resolution of the Cardiff Division and the- Amendment. 
He thought that the Representative Body might be trusted 
not to rush into hasty ie, but if it iid its Resolu- 
tions could be altered. If an alteration was put.into the. 


main body of the Charter it would be very expensive, and ~ 


it would take a considerable time to alter it. 

Mr. J. D. Hixuis (East Leinster) objeeted. to the matter 
being postponed for. any further consideration, as the 
members were perfectly prepared, on the information 
before them, to give a decisive vote upon the matter 
at once. 

Dr. Cox (Consett, Gateshead) said that they all agreed 
that it would not. be advisable to embody the proposal of 
the Cardiff Division in the body of the Charter. Could 
the Meeting not now settle at once whether it should be 
inserted in the Ordinances ? 

The CuarrMan replied in the negative. 

It was then moved, seconded, and agreed to, ‘“ That the 
question be now put.” 

Dr. Macuean (Cardiff), in reply to Sir Victor Horsley’s 
criticism that the Resolution aabadied a new principle, did 
not see why they should fear a new principle as long as it 
was a good one. 

Several Representatives were anxious to know if, in the 
event of the Resolution being lost, the matter could be 
brought up again at a later stage. 

The CuarrMan replied that as long as it was germane to 
the subject matter an Amendment on the subject could be 
proposed later. 

The Resolution was then put and lost. . 

Clause 8 was altered so as to read “ There shall be a 
Central Council (hereinafter called ‘the Council’), which 
shall be constituted in. accordance with the provisions of 
the Ordinances and: By-laws, and shall, save as otherwise,” 
etc., and agreed to. 

Clauses 9 (1), (a),.(b), (c)y (@)s (e)s (Fs (9)s (As Os (4) (2). 
and 10 were adopted. 

In Clause 11, the words “in pursuance of this Our 
Charter” were altered to “in pursuance of the Ordinances 
and By-laws,” where the former phrase occurred, except 
that in the last line the words “as aforesaid” were 
substituted. The clause thus altered was adopted. 

Clauses 12,.13, 14, and the witnessing clause were 
agreed to. 

Mr. ANDREW CLARK moved that the Charter as amended. 
be agreed to, which was carried. 


ORDINANCES. 

The First Schedule, Ordinances of the British Medical 
Association, was then dealt with. In Section I, Clause 1, 
in the first definition subsection, ““The expression ‘the 
Charter means,’” was substituted for “‘The Charter 
means,” and similarly in regard to the other definition 
subsections, and the Clause adopted. 

Clauses 4; 5, 6,7 and 8 of Section If were agreed to. 

Clause 9 and subsections, altered as follows, were agreed 
to: After the words ipso facto, subsection (6), the words 
“ save as hereinafter provided.” Mr. ANDREW CLARK said 
the’ reason was that there was a By-law providing that 
no member whose conduct was under discussion’ might 
resign, and, but for the alteration, a member whose con- 
duct was under discussion might take advantage of the 
subsection as it stood originally. 

Subsection (e) of Clause 10 was added to by inserting 
after the words “ resigning his membership of the Associa- 
tion” the words, “ nor shall his membership be terminated 
in pursuance of paragraph (b) of the last preceding 
Ordinance or ‘any By-law.” The clause and subsections 
were then agreed to. 

Section IIT was adopted. ; 

Clause 14 of Section IV was agreed to. 

On Clauses 15, 16, and 17 of Section IV, 

Dr. FotHEerGILt (Wandsworth) moved : 

That Ordinances 15,16, and 17 of Draft Charter be so amended 

as to include the following : 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph (b) (below) a Resolu- 
tion of the Paproomntasive Meeting affecting the Ordi- 
nances or By-laws or the funds of the Association, or 
the policy of the Association in matters concerning the 











Wi 
Sic 














AUG. 1, 1908.] 


ANNUAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 





SUPPLEMENT TO THE 
SBrrrisH MepicaL JouRNAL 


115 








honour or interests of the medical profession, shall 
not be effective as a decision of the Association unless 
there be present two-thirds .of the Representatives 
aypolnted to attend, nor. unless two months’ notice 
thereof shall have been given through the JOURNAL. 
The Council shall have power to confirm as a decision 
of the Association a.Resolution of the Representative 
Meeting of the kind defined in paragraph (a) (above) 
adopted in a Meeting of one-half, but fewer than two- 
thirds of the Representatives appointed to attend, 
or of which less than two months’ notice shall have 
been given. 

It shall be competent for the Council to refer any 
Resolution of a Representative Meeting for the 
further - consideration of the same Representative 
Meeting at a subsequent Session. 

A decision of the Council: to take a Referendum shall 
not be effective unless adopted by a two-thirds 
majority of those present and voting in a meeting at 
which at least two-thirds of the Members of Council 
are present. 

(e) If a Referendum is taken, the report from Divisions 
outside the United Kingdom shall be by cablegram 
duly certified by the President of the Meeting at which 
the vote is taken. 

The Ordinance, as at present drafted, required a two- 
thirds majority in important cases and a majority in 
ordinary cases to pass a Resolution. A By-law provided 
also that half the members must be present at a Meeting. 
The Resolution in important cases required two-thirds to 
be present, and not half, at the Meeting. With regard to 
the Council, he believed their Standing Order required 
15 members out of 70 in order to come to any decision. 
The Wandsworth suggestion was that two-thirds should 
be present when they considered the question whether 
they should or should not take the Referendum, and that 
it should not be decided by an odd vote. That was the 
principle involved in all the Wandsworth Resolutions 
except the last (Wandsworth No. 3), and that was only 
a-point of administration. It was that ina Referendum 
to the Colonies the result should be cabled to avoid delay. 

Mr. BauuaNcE asked the Meeting to vote against Reso- 
jution (a), because in part it was inadvisable and in part 
unnecessary. <A two-thirds quorum was unnecessarily 
large, and there would be a difficulty in obtaining it. The 
proposed two months’ notice was unnecessary, and would 
hamper the business of the Meeting. 

Dr. Kirsy (Birmingham) inquired if any alteration in 
the draft Ordinances would lead to any delay with regard 
to the Charter. 

The CuarrMAN said any alteration requiring redrafting 
would probably lead to further submission to another 
Meeting. If the matter were left to the Council to draft 
finally, that could be done. 

Mr. LarkIN opposed on similar 
by Mr. Ballance. 

Resolution (a) was then put and lost, and Resolutions (6) 
and (c) were withdrawn. The discussion on Resolution (d) 
was postponed until' Ordinance 17 came up for con- 
sideration. 

Dr. E. J: Maciean (Cardiff): moved on Ordinance 17: 

That a new'Ordinance be introduced to provide that no Reso- 
lution to adopt, forthe furtherance of any of the objects of 
the Association, any of the: means specified in. 'Clause 2 (2) 
shall be considered: by the Council unless -confirmed by a 
second Representative Meeting. 

Sir Victor Horstey said that the whole of Ordinance 17 
was simply the mechanism for carrying out.a Referendum, 
but the Motion of Dr. Maclean was a new point altogether 
and did not fall within Ordinance 17. 

The CHarman ruled that he could not; accept the 
Motion. 

Dr. Butst (Dundee) then moved:as follows : 

That a decision of the-Representative-Body to adopt for the 
furtherance of the objects ofthe Association any of the 
means. specified.in Clause 2.(2) of the Charter..shall not 
become -effective.and shall not be subject to Referendum 
until it has been confirmed by a subsequent Meeting of the 
Representative Body. , 


Sir Victor Horsiey suggested that the Amendment did 
not apply to Ordinance i? It. was a new proposition. The 
Chairman had already said that Dr. Maclean to be in 
order must move for the insertion in the Charter of a new 
Ordinance, altogether. 

The CuarrMaN said he could not accept this, on the same 
ground that he refused to accept Dr. Maclean’s proposition. 

Dr. Macuean asked if he should move that a new 


4b) 


«d) 


grounds to those urged 


Ordinance be inserted. 











The Cuarrman : Yes; it will come in before No. 17. 

Dr. Macuean said that there were two points specially 
brought out by the discussion on this question. One was 
the diffieulty and expense of any alteration of the Charter. 
That difficulty he suggested was got over by the Amend- 
ment he was now proposing. Then as to the question of 
delay, that was covered absolutely by By-law 30, under 
which at-the request of no more than seven Divisions ‘it 
was competent to have a Representative Meeting where it 
was necessary or urgent. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) seconded 
Dr. Maclean’s Resolution. ‘ 

Sir Victor Horstey said that this question of having 
a second Representative Meeting for the consideration of 
what had been already decided by a Representative 
Meeting was going to cost much time and trouble. It 
having been already decided, it was now being brought 
before them again in the form of a new Ordinance which 
it was proposed to insert in the Charter. He was 
strongly against tying the hands of their successors in 
any way. It was foolish to improvise things in this sort 
of way. The safeguards to the Association were ample. 
He would recommend that they leave the document as it 
was and not insert anything new. 

Dr. Parsons (Gibraltar) wished to reiterate what he had 
said, being entirely in accord with the last speaker. 
There were sufficient safeguards in the Charter to prevent 
their doing anything hastily or foolishly, or anything that 
they would repent afterwards. At this stage it was very 
foolish to tamper with what the Organization Committee, 
after very careful consideration, had put before them, and 
for that reason he opposed the Amendment. 

On Dr. Macuean’s Resolution being put to the Meeting, 
19 voted for and 71 against. The Motion was accordingly 
lost. 

Dr. A. WaLKER (South Edinburgh) moved : 

That the Council be so constituted as to be able to exercise the 
power of Referendum independently of the Representative 
Meeting. 

The Motion was lost. 

Dr. FotHERGILL (Wandsworth) moved : 

That a decision of the Council to take a Referendum shall not 
be effective unless adopted by a two-thirds majority of those 
present and voting in a Meeting at- which at least two-thirds 
of the Members of Council are present. 

As a Resolution of that Meeting must be passed by a vote 
of two-thirds of those-who were attending, he thought it 
would be logical to ask that the same proportion in the 
Council should be present. The object of the two-thirds 
majority was of course that upon questions of importance 
a Resolution ‘should not be passed by an odd vote. But 
he would omit the second part, as he thought one-half 
‘would be sufficient. 

Mr. BaLLaNce suggested to Dr. Fothergill that there was 
no need to take out the last part of paragraph (d), The 
only thing maneninae was to alter the one-third into half. 

The Cuarrman asked Dr, Fothergill if he was w lling to 
,aceept Mr. Ballance’s suggestion that there ought to. be 
half the members of the Council present in order to make 
the vote effective. When they were taking a Referendum 
there must be half the Members of the Council present, 
and a two-thirds majority was nec to carry it. 

Dr. FoTtHEeRGILL mcm 4 and the Resolution as amended 
was carried with three dissentients. 

Dr. Foruereiy called attention to (e), which, he said, 
was simply a-matter of administration. The Colonial 
Members were at such enormous distances that. he thought 
it.-would: be advisable that their vote should be communi- 
cated -by cablegram instead of by letter, which took six 
weeks. 


Mr: Bartance asked if it was. essential to tie themselves 
down to a cabl The Referendum went by ordinary 
post to ‘the Colonies, and surely in the letter it could be 
set out'if a cablegram were wanted. It would not be 
wanted on every occasion. 

At the suggestion of the CuamMan, Dr. FoTHerGii, 
withdrew the-proposition. 

Dr. MacLean moved : 

That the Referendum, whenever taken, shall be by means of 
voting papers sent to every individual Member of the 
Association. 

Under the present circumstances he thought that. not 
10 per cent. of the Members recorded their votes, and that 
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‘was an unsatisfactory condition of things, but if the 
Referendum was taken as specified in the Resolution he 
thought there would be a large record of. votes, and, there- 
fore, more reliable representation of the. opinion of the 
Association upon matters which were the subject of the 
Referendum. It might be objected that if voting papers 
were sent a Member might overlook the importance of the 
vote, but his impression was that if a Division took any- 
thing like a real interest in the affairs of the Association 
there would be no difficulty in getting a Divisional Meeting 
to consider the matter. 

Mr. NasH opposed the Resolution for the reason that it 
would be asking a large number of Members to vote on a 
Referendum who knew nothing about the working of the 
-Association or what they were asked to vote upon. It 
was true that they only got 10 per cent. of the. Members to 
vote, and he took it that those 10 per cent. knew what 
- they were voting about, and he maintained that it was 
absolutely useless to try and get interest in the position of 
the Association by paper votes, amongst a large number 
of Members who never went near a Meeting. Let those 
= had the interests of the Association at heart guide its 
policy. 

Mi Warp Cousins (Portsmouth) said his own opinion 
was very much against the proposition of the Cardiff 
Division, having regard. to the impossibility of getting 
anything like a fair expression of opinion from the 
Members of the Association by a printed form. They 
had 18,000 Members who took no part whatever in 
the last Referendum—more than 18,000—and their 
interest in the working of the Association was nil; 
they did not wish to take any part in it. He 
would remind them that the constituents of the Repre- 
sentative Body numbered about 2,000. Those present 
represented only 2,000 Members, because the other 18,000 
who were Satebers of the Association would not take any 
part in it. They could if they liked, but the Representa- 
tive Meeting must be satisfied to represent 2,000 Members. 
The only way to obtain the opinion of the Association was 
by the existing machinery. 

Dr. Dariinc (Portadown and West Down) supported 
what Mr. Ward Cousins had said. Almost certainly, if 
this Resolution were passed, the papers would be marked 
without the matter being threshed out in the Divisions, 
instead of the thing being talked over on both sides and 
really considered. They would have votes shovelled in 
without consideration, swamping the votes of those who 
had considered the matter. 

Mr. ANDREws (Winchester) proposed that at the end of 
the Resolution there should be added the words “ through 
their Branches only.” He thought this method would 
bring more men to the Meetings of the Branches. It was 
difficult to get men to go to the Division and Branch 
Meetings, but the knowledge of what they were voting 
about might attract them more. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) wished to ask whether the last 
speaker really meant Branches or Divisions. 

Dr. Daruine: They are sent through the Divisions now. 

The Cuarrman: No; voting papers are not sent at all. 
Members vote at the meetings. 

Mr. Straton (Salisbury) said he had an almost parallel 
Amendment from his Division.. He was certainly very 
much astonished to hear that there were 18,000 Members 
of the Association who took absolutely no interest what- 
ever in the matter. There were certainly only 2,000 who 
attended the Meetings, but there were a vast number more 
who did take a very great interest in the matter, and the 
object of this Resolution was to give them an opportunity 
of expressing their opinions upon questions which were of 
the deepest interest to this Association, and it was thought 
by his own Division, as by the Cardiff Division, that it 
would be very much better if the questions were sent in 
the form of a voting paper. Mr. Ward Cousins said that 
those who attended the Meetings took a very deep interest 
in the Association. He himself attended a Divisional 
Meeting of Mr. Ward Cousins’s*Division, and he was sorry 
to say he did not see Mr. Ward Cousins there. Not only 
that, but the Division carried by a large majority Resolu- 
tions in favour of the Referendum. What he wished to do, 
however, was to urge on behalf of the Salisbury Division 
that the questions be put by means of voting papers, and 
that every Member of the Association have the opportunity 
of answering them. : 





: Sir Victor Horsey said that an Ordinance could be: 


changed only by a formal application to the Privy Council, 


whereas a By-law could be changed by the Representative. 


Meeting at any time. Onthat ground he strongly objected 
to the thing being introduced as an Ordinance. As to the. 


merits of the suggestion, there were three classes of* 


Members in the Association. There were those who took 
a deep interest in the work when they turned. up; there 


were those also who took an interest in the working of 
the Association, and who would like to express their- 


opinions, but who could not get to the Meetings for pro- 


fessional reasons; and then there was the enormous. 


number who were perfectly satisfied: with the way in 


which the Association was going on. They did not study: 


the difficulties and the necessities of their fellow practi- 


tioners, and therefore did not come to the Meetings. If 


they were asked to vote, not knowing any of the facts of 
the case, they would probably vote for the status quo. 

Dr. WALKER ae appealed to the Members to 
give the matter careful consideration. If the Motion 
was lost there would be a feeling of soreness, and 
possibly more than that, on the part of many of the 


Divisions. In the Edinburgh Divisions there would be- 


a feeling of irritation. If the Motion was passed it would 
give them a certain amount of confidence in the future. 
Was it fair or just that those who were not able to attend 
a Division Meeting should be excluded from the oppor-- 


tunity of voting on an important matter? He thought. 


not. He felt sure that if the Motion was not passed the. 
enthusiasm with regard to the Association would die 
away, and he was not sure as to whether the matter might. 
or might not possibly eventuate in some further steps. 

Dr. Opt (Torquay) opposed the Motion for the reasons 
given by Mr. Ward Cousins. It was untrue to say that 
the Members who did not attend the Division Meetings 
took such a very great interest in the work of the Associa-- 
tion as had been stated. 

It was proposed by Mr. Armit and seconded, that the 
question be now put. 

: oy Motion was put to the Meeting and lost by 63 
o 34. 

Sections V, VI, and VII (20) were then agreed to. 

Upon Section VII (21), 

Dr. Taytor (Salford) asked what the meaning of the 
words “ and other ” was. 

The CuarrmaNn said that the words had crept in by 
mistake. 

The remainder of the Ordinances were then agreed to. 


By-Laws. 
The Meeting then proceeded to consider the By-laws. 
Section I was agreed to. 
Section II (4) was agreed to. 
On Section V (1), 


Mr. Parkinson said, with reference to the words “ 4 


Branch may require that each candidate for election shalk 
furnish a certificate,’ he should suggest that, instead of 
the word “may,” there should be inserted the. word. 
“shall.” It ought to be made compulsory that each 
candidate should furnish a certificate. 

Mr. ANDREW CuLarK said the question raised by Mr. 
Parkinson had been discussed over and over again, and it 
had been settled. 

5 (1) was then agreed to. 

Upon 5 (2), 

Dr. R. H. Topp (Sydney and New South Wales) asked! 
whether the Council still had power to elect a candidate 
to be a Member of the Association who had not a resi- 
dence in the United Kingdom. 

The CwHatrmMan stated that the Council had only 
power to elect as Members those who did not reside in 
the area of any Branch. Any practitioner who resided 
within the area of a Branch must be elected by that 
Branch. 

Clauses 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 were agreed to. 

The clauses of Section III were agreed to, the only 
alteration being that Clause 13, subsection (1), in the last 
two lines, was altered to read as follows: 

If the arrears be still unpaid, he shall, ipso facto, save as: 
otherwise provided by the Ordinances, cease to be a Member. 

On Section IV, clause 16, subsections (a), (0), (c), (@); 

Dr. Taytor (Salford) said in (a) it would be noticed that 
Members of the Cou cil elected by groups would be 
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ex officio members of their Branch -Council, but the 
Members of the Council elected by the Representative 
Meeting were not mentioned. Hence he supposed they 
would not-be Members 6f the Branch Council. That, he 
imagined, was a slip, and he proposed 

That Clause (a) of By-law 16 of the Charter be amended to 

read as follows: ‘‘Those Members of the Council of the 
Association who are elected to represent the Branch, or the 
group to which the Branch belongs, whether such Members 
be elected by the Branch, or by the group, or by the 
Representative Meeting.” 

Mr. BatuanceE seconded, and the Resolution was carried. 

By-law 16 as amended was then agreed to. 

By-law 17, (1) and (2) (i), (ii), (ili), (iv), and (v) were 
agreed to. On (vi), 

Dr. G. Micutsz (Transvaal) asked that it should be made 
to include proxy voting. He mentioned the great dis- 
tances Members had to travel by road in order to be 
present at Meetings, and said that frequently debarred 
them from attending and voting on matters in which they 
were deeply interested. 

The Soxicrror was of opinion that proxy voting would 
be allowed if the Meeting approved the principle. 

Dr. FotHERGILL pointed out that Ordinance 17 said a 
Referendum must be taken at a Meeting. The By-law 
could not give power to vote by proxy, and it ought to be 
introduced in the Ordinances. 

The CuarrMan said such a By-law would apply to local 
affairs, but not to a Referendum. It would be necessary to 
alter the Ordinance to confer that power. Could Dr. 
Michie assure them it was only meant to apply to local 
affairs or business ? 

Dr. G. Micuie could not give the assurance, because 
what was particularly in his mind was the question of the 
Referendum. 

It was then arranged to refer the matter for the 
consideration of the Solicitor. 

By-laws 18 and 19 were approved. 

' By-law 20 was approved with the following alteration in 
Subsection (2) to read as follows: 


A grant made under this By-law to any Branch shall be 
applied, at the discretion of that Branch, in or towards defraying 
expenses properly incurred and using such other means for 
attaining the objects of the Association as that Branch for the 
time being may be competent to use. 


By-laws 21, 22, and 23 were agreed to. 
By-law 24, altered as follows, was approved : 


During the month of January in every year each Division 
shall furnish to the Branch Council a Report of its proceedings 
during the previous year, a statement of its numbers, a financial 
statement in such form as the Council may from time to time 
= and shall also transmit to the Council a copy of the 

eport and statement so furnished not later than March 15th in 
every year. Every Branch shall furnish to the Council a like 
Report and like statement as to proceedings, Members, and 
. finances of the Branch. 


On Section V, By-law 25, Mr. Larkin said he was pre- 
pared to move the following : 

That in By-law 25 (1) the words ‘‘each such Constituency 

being entitled to elect one Representative,’ be deleted. 

That in By-law 25 (2), for the first word of line 2, ‘‘one,’’ sub- 
stitute ‘‘a,’? and after the word ‘‘ Constituency ”’ insert the 
words ‘‘ to elect one Member’’; at the end add the words 
‘‘Any Division having more than 50 Members may elect 
another additional Representative for every complete 50 (75, 
100, or other number) additional members.” 

but if it would in any way delay the Charter his Division 
were willing to let the matter come ‘up the following 
year. 

The CuHarrman being of opinion that delay would be 
caused, the Meeting assented to the withdrawal of the 
Resolution and the By-law was then approved. 

Upon By-law 26, Dr. Mactean (Cardiff) moved : 


That nominations for the office of Representative should be 
received by a certain date, and, in case of a contest, that the 
election shall be by voting papers sent to each Member of 
the Division. 

It had been stated that the Council was more representa- 
tive of the opinion of the Association than the Represen- 
tative Meeting. He was not sure the Resolution would 
alter the personnel of the Meeting, |but he thought it wise 
under the circumstances to have a method whereby an 
appeal should be made to the constituent Members of the 
Division by voting papers. 





Dr. FotHerGitt said that if the Divisions wished to do 
this they could. It was quite optional. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) hoped the Resolution 
would be carried because he thought it would add to the 


individual weight of every Member. The accusation had 


often been made that owing to Members of Council being 
elected by voting papers they were in a way more repre- 
sentative of the general feeling of the Association than 
were the Representatives. He did not think there was 
the slightest excuse for a statement of that kind. They 
might very easily agree to this, because, after all, what did 
it matter? He believed that the only result of the Reso- 
lution would be that there would be more contests, and 
that would be a very happy state of things, for there 
would be more nominees and probably more contests and 
a greater interest taken in the elections. 

Dr. Grorce Micnie (Transvaal) asked whether, if 
this was passed by the Meeting as a By-law, it would 
cancel the local By-laws which had been made by the 
Branches. If.so he strongly opposed it. 

The CHarrMAN said no Branch had power to make rules 
for the election of Representatives. 

Dr. A. Watker (South Edinburgh) supported the 
Resolution because he thought it gave an opportunity 
for a greater number to take part. He knew that in the 
scattered districts of Scotland Members had very rarely 
an opportunity of attending a Meeting, and could not do 
so, as it would entail their losing an entire day, and 
perhaps more than one day. In the case of any impor- 
tant matter, like the election of Representatives, he 
thought each Member should have an opportunity of 
voting. 

Mr, T. W. H. Garstane (Altrincham) objected to 
election by voting paper. The Divisions knew best how 
to conduct their elections, and the Members in Scotland 
and Ireland were quite competent to conduct their elec- 
tions, and the other Members did not want to interfere 
with them. The By-law as it stood would meet every 
requirement. 

The Amendment was lost. 

Mr. BatuaNnceE said the Solicitor suggested that it would 
be possible for him to alter By-law 17, Paragraph (vi), so as 
to allow the Colonial Branches to vote by proxy in the 
conduct of their own local affairs, but that would not 
apply to voting on the Referendum. Of course, if it did 
interfere with the Referendum, an alteration of the 
Ordinance would be involved; but, if the Representative of 
the Transvaal would accept that, he thought that was as 
far as the Meeting could go at present. 

Sir Victor Horstey said it was an extremely important 
matter, because the Colonies were given to understand 
distinctly that the Charter would leave them sufficient 
autonomy to carry on their own affairs in their own way. 
He was not, however, sure that that was meant to include 
also sufficient autonomy to enable them to express their 
opinions on the constitution of the Association. If it were 
necessary to go back to alter Ordinance 17, he thought it 
was their honourable duty to do it at this Meeting. He 
did not quite understand why there was any difficulty in 
the matter. The Solicitor would have to draft the altera- 
tions. He would have great pleasure in moving to 


’ that effect, because there were a great many points to be 


regarded in the future with reference to the Colonies. If, 
for instance, the federation was carried out, as some hoped. 
it would be, then it was obvious that the Australian Com- 
mittee, the South African Committee,.or the Canadian 
Committee must have sufficient autonomic powers to carry 
out their own business ; the Charter had been framed in 
that spirit; and the Colonies would have the power which 
the Representative Meeting had led them to expect they 
would have. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) sup- 
ported the Resolution. Many Members would recolleci 
that at the last Meeting there was a strong appeal from 
South Africa with regard to greater autonomy; and there 
was a possibility of the Colonies forming a local Associae 
tion, which would lead to their breaking away from this 
Association. 

Dr. D. F. Topp (Sunderland) supported the idea of making 
rules for the election of officers by proxy and for dealing 
with general matters, and he was sure that in remote 
countries the privilege of being able to vote by proxy wcvld 
be much appreciated, 
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The CuatrMan suggested the following Resolution : 
That the Council be authorized to make such Amendment in 


the Ordinances and By-laws as would be necessary to give 
the Colonial Branches power to vote by proxy in all cases. 


Dr. D. F. Topp (Sunderland) said he would like to 
move that. 

Mr. F.C. Lark:n supported it, and suggested that many 
Members might like to apply it to themselves. 

Dr, E. R. ForHerGiit, (Wandsworth) moved : 


By-law 26 (1): Add at end, ‘‘No person shall be eligible for 
election as a Representative who is not a Member of the 
Association at the date of his nomination.’ 


He proposed that addition in consequence of something 

said by the Solicitor to him when they met in London. 

When he was asked whether the Members could send 

anybody to the Representative Meeting, he said that a 

Division might send either a clergyman or a solicitor, 

because there was nothing in the Charter to prevent it. 

The CuHarrMan said that what was intended was that 
nobody except Members of the Association should be 
elected. 

The Amendment was agreed to, and it was understood 
that the By-law should be altered accordingly. 

By-law 26 was adopted. Upon By-law 27, relating to the 
term of office, 

Mr. C. H. Watts Parkryson (Bournemouth) moved to add 
after the existing By-law: 

Provided that no such Member shall be re-elected so as to 
make his period of continuous service at the Representative 
Meeting exceed six years. 

It had been provided that no Member should remain on 

the Council for more than six years. 

Mr. J. Warp Covusmys (Portsmouth) seocnded the pro- 
posal. He said that that happened to be the very Resolu- 
tion which his Division wished him to bring forward. 

Dr. J. S. Daruine (Portadown and West Down) pointed 
out that twice already had the Meeting considered and 
voted upon this question; and that it had by a large 
majority voted against the proposition. He protested 
against the same thing being brought up year after year. 

Mr. G. Westspy (Liverpool, Southern) said that if the 
Rule were passed it would bear very hardly indeed upon 
those whe did the work of the Divisions. 

Dr. W. Ovex. (Torquay) thought the matter should be 
left to.each Division to do as it liked. 

The Amendment was put to the Meeting, and lost by 
about 60 to 4. 

By-laws 27, 28, 29, and 30 were agreed to. 

‘Mr. Batuance moved By-law 31. 

Dr. St. Crair B. SHADWELL (Walthamstow) proposed : 

- "That all notices of Motion, intended for reference to the 
Divisions, shall be sent in the first place to the Branch 
Councils, who shall decide what matters. are of sufficient 
importance to be referred to the Divisions, and the 

remainder shall be decided upon by the Branch Councils 

themselves. 


His Division felt that owing to the very large amount of 
material which went down for consideration and discus- 
sion the-result was a.weariness of mind and body, and he 
thought.it would be desirable for the matters to be referred 
to the Branch Council to consider and tabulate. 
‘The Motion wasdost, 
By-laws 31 and 32 were agreed to. 
Mr. Bannance moved By-law 33. 
Dr. $1; Cuarrn-B. SaHapwert (Walthamstow) moved: 
‘¥hateach' Representative of. a Division,-when voting. in 
‘Representative Meetings: after discussion on any matter, 
- shall be allowed: to. use his own judgement and not be bound 
QS) & mere delngate to ;record the previous decision. of .his 
Division, but when he votes contrary to that decision he 
shall subsequently justify to his Division his reasons for so 
voting. 
The idea was that it was just possible that a Division 
might tire. od instruct its Representative ;. and it.was pro- 
posed that the Representative should use his own judge- 
inent, and vote contrary. to the instructions of his own 
Division in.such a case. In an assembly like the Repre- 
sentative Moving, each man ought to be allawed to vote 
according as he thought fit and right, after having listened 


to the: very eloquent speeches that were made, and then go 
to confess his sin to his Division. 

-' Dr. W. Opti (Torquay), opposed the Motion. He had 
been instructed by his Division to ’vote contrary to his 


\ 





personal opinion ; and he had always stated at the Meeting 
that he was voting according to instructions. 

The Motion was put to the Meeting and lost. 

By-laws.33, 34, 35, and 36 were then agreed to. 

Mr. BALLANCE said that Counsel advised that By-law 37 
should be deleted, and that a new By-law 45 should ‘be 
inserted in its place. 

The Meeting agreed to this course being adopted. 

Mr. Batuance then moved By-law 38. 

On (c) Mr. Parkinson put forward the following : 

That single-member constituencies be formed of one or more 
Branches, and the Member of the Council be elected ‘by the 
Representatives of the Divisions comprised in the ‘area 
thereof from the Members of the British Medical Association 
resident therein. . 


The CuHatrRMAN said that, as he read the Resolution, it 
would mean that the whole Council would be elected by 
the Members of the Representative Meeting. 

Mr. Parkinson said that that was not his intention. 
The Resolution was badly worded. 

The CHarrMan said that tremendous alteration of the 
Charter would be involved if the Resolution was carried in 
its present form. 

Sir Victor Horsey suggested that Mr. Parkinson 
should withdraw the proposal. 

Dr. WaLKER asked the Chairman when he would be able 
to bring forward the remainder of his Resolution, namely, 
“ That the Council be so constituted as to be able to exer- 
cise the power of Referendum independently of the 
Representative Meeting.” 

The Cuarrman said that if the Meeting would allow 
Dr. Walker to bring the matter forward now there would 
not be much difficulty, he thought, in dealing with it. 

Dr. WALKER said that he felt that -he was bringing the 
matter forward at a disadvantage, because he was bringing 
it forward out of its proper order. At the present time 
the Representative Body represented only a comparatively 
small section of the Members—about a tenth part at the 
very most. His Division believed that there was a 
necessity for a second chamber and an advisory body, who 
could consider and manage, if necessary, the actions of, 
and the Resolutions passed by, the lower house. They did 
not claim that it should possess a power of veto, but that 
it should possess, possibly independently of the Repre- 
sentative Body, the power of Referendum in connexion 
with any subject which it considered was important 
enough to be referred to the Divisions. 

The CHartrMAN said that the Southern Division, Edin- 
burgh Branch, had drafted the Resolution in such awa 
that it was only after a good deal of difficulty that he hal 
managed to get it into its present shape. The meaning of 
it, as far as he could see, was that when any matters came 
before the Council upon which a Referendum might or 
might not be taken the Members of Council elected by the 
Representative Meeting should retire and let the other 
Members vote upon it. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL and Mr. Nasu spoke against the Motion, 
which was lost. 

Election to Council by Representative Body. 
38 (a) and (b) were agreed to. 
Upon (c) Mr. Parkinson moved the following personally, 


‘| and not on behalf of his’ Division : 


By the Representative Body, which shall elect annually twelve 
Members of the Council. For -this purpose twelve single 
Member constituencies shall be formed, consisting of one 
or more Branches grouped forthat special purpose, and one 
Member of the “Council shall be elected: by Representatives 
of the Divisions comprised in the area thereof from Members 
of the British Medical Association resident therein. 

He said that.it had always been the object of the Council, 
and he supposed it-was. the object of the Representative 
Meeting that in the election of Members of Council by 
Branches there should be representation in proportion to 
Members, and that each Member of ‘the Council should 
represent a certain part of the country. The object of his 
Amendment was that the same principle should be carried 
out in the election of Members of the Council by the 
Representatives, If the Representative Meeting elected 
the Representatives en bloc, there would be great difficulty 
in getting the various parts.of the country fairly repre- 
sented. London Members always had an ph a and 
the metropolitan area would be able really to squash the 
outlying districts. The proposal might be democratic, but 
it was an honest attempt to get 12 members-elected by 
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the various parts of the country, so that every part of the 
country should be represented. 

The CuarrMan, in answer to Dr. Fothergill, said that 
Mr. Parkinson’s proposal might be discussed in conjunc- 
tion with the last clause of the following Resolution of 
the Wandsworth Division : 

That the Central Council should consist of the following sets 
of Members: (a) Six Ez officio Members, (b) Three Service 
Members, (c) Twenty-four Home Members elected by 
Grouped Branches, (d) Twelve Home Members elected 
by rouped Representatives, and (e) Eight Colonial 
Members. 

_ Dr. FoTrHERGILt then seconded Mr. Parkinson’s proposal. 
The suggestion of his Division was that Scotland should 
have one Representative, Ireland one, and Wales another, 
and that the North part of England should have another, 
and so on, and that the Representatives of those districts 
should meet together and elect their own men. 

Mr. BALLANceE said that it seemed to him that there 
were two distinct propositions involved. In By-law 38 (c) 
the principle involved. was that there should be nomina- 
tions for the twelve Representatives on the Council from 
different bodies in the kingdom, but that the actual selec- 
tion of the twelve Representatives should be carried out by 
the Representative Body as a whole. It should be remem- 
bered that they were dealing with only a very small 
number of Members of’ Council—twelve. Was it worth 
while to alter the present arrangement, and to get 

up election, which was what Mr. Parkinson and Dr. 
Fothergill proposed, as well as group nomination, for the 
sake of that small number of Representatives? Unider the 
proposal of Dr. Taylor, of the Manchester (Salford) Division, 
the election was by the Representative Body carrying out 
really in detail the proposal of the Organization Committee 
in By-law 38 (c). 

Dr. Taytor said that the proposal which stood in his 
name was partly in support of Mr. Parkinson and _ partly 
in opposition. The first section of Mr. Parkinson’s Resolu- 
tion was that single-emember constituencies should be 
formed. That was proposed in the Amendment of the 
Manchester Division, of which notice had been given, but 
the second part of Mr. Parkinson’s Resolution, that the 
election should be by groups of Representatives, he opposed 
strongly. His proposal wasthat the elections sliould be by 
the Representative Meeting as a whole. 

Dr. J. S. Dartine asked whether what was before the 
Meeting was the exact grouping, or only the question of 
principle. 

The CHatrman replied that the general principle only 
was before the Meeting. 

Dr. R. H. Topp. (Sydney and New South Wales) supported 
because he thought unless some means were adopted there 
was a chance of getting the twelve members elected all 
from one particular district, and the result would be that 
there would not be representation of the body of the 
Association. 

The CuHarrman said the argument was not quite in point, 
because according to 38(c) they must be nominated from 
the district and only from the district, and By-law 42 said 
that they must be selected in such manner as to preserve 
the proportion in which such Branches are represented on 
the Council. 

Mr. Parkinson (Bournemouth) said that was not single- 
member constituency. 

‘The CHarrMAN said the question of single or multiple 
constituency had not been decided. The two would follow 
on the same lines. 

Dr. J. H. Taytor (Salford) suggested two distinct 
principles were involved. 

Dr. Jounson SmyTH reminded the Meeting that Mr. 
Parkinson’s proposal only carried out ideas unanimously 
approved at Leicester and at Caxton Hallas to geographical 
distribution of Members of the Council. Mr: Parkinson’s 
proposal was a simple way of carrying out this principle. 

Mr. Parxrnson agreed to divide his Resolution, to which 
Dr. FoTHEeRGILy assented. . 

Mr. Parkinson, speaking on the method of election, 
said the question was whether the Representatives 
of the special area should be elected by the whole 
body of the Representatives or by the Representatives who 
knew the man, and who lived in the area. _He ridiculed 
the idea that a South Country man like himself should 
havea voice in the election of a Welsh or Scottish Repre- 
sentative. 








Dr. Fornereiit (Wandsworth) seconded. 

Dr. J. H. Taytor (Salford) said the intention of Mr. 
Parkinson and the Wandsworth. Division was to arrive at 
the same result by a different method, namely, that each 
group should have one Representative elected from itself. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL: By itself ? 

Dr. TayLtor: No, not necessarily by itself; from itself. 
Continuing, he said the idea was that the nomination 
should come entirely from itself, but in case:of dispute the 
Representative Body as a whole should adjust it. He put 
it to the Meeting that it might mean allowing one set of 
Representatives from a Branch to veto a nomination from 
another set of Representatives. It might even come to a 
Branch Council making a nomination for a Member to 
represent, that group and then the group of Representatives 
might be able to veto the nomination of its own Branch 
Council. He did not think that was quite so politic as 
allowing the veto to come from the Representative Meet- 
ing asa whole. He strongly opposed the Resolution and 
preferred that the Representative Body as a whole should 
elect, although the nomination should: be confined to each 
group. 

Mr. Warp Covsiys (Portsmouth) thought the mode of 
election by the Representative Body would be a far simpler 
way of conducting the final stage of the election. 

Dr. W. Jonnson Smytu (Dorset, etc.) drew attention to 
what he considered would be an anomalous state of affairs : 
if a candidate were nominated by a group of Divisions 
and a final election depended upon the Representative 
Meeting, would it not be anomalous if the candidate were 
rejected and some one else elected ? 

It was proposed and seconded that the Motion be put, 
which was carried; upon which the Resolution was put 
and carried. 

Upon the Motion ‘of Sir Victor Horsiey, seconded by 
Mr. Armit, the Standing Orders were suspended to permit. 
of the completion of the business of the Charter. 
. Mr. Parkinson’s Resolution was then put as a substantive 
Motion and carried with one dissentient. 

On By-law 38 (d), 

Dr. FoTHERGILL (Wandsworth) proposed : 


That the Members elected to represent the Royal Navy, 
Army, and Indian Medical Services should be elected by 
the Representative Body on the recommendation of the 
Central Council. 

This was agreed to. 

Mr. BatwLancer said, on the consideration of By-law 39 
(Grouping of Branches), the first schedule to the By-laws 
showed the grouping drawn up by the Organization Com- 
mittee, on the instruction of the last Representative 
Meeting, in which there was provision for multi- 
member constituencies—four members to each group. All 
the groups in the United Kingdom were multi-member 
constituencies, but opinions had been expressed that it. 
would be more convenient and more desirable to 
have single-member constituencies as far as possible. 
Appended to the Special Report of the Council (Appendix: 
B) was a scheme drawn up for single-member constitu- 
encies. It would be noticed that there must be some 
grouping of Branches to form these constituencies, but the 
grouping was not nearly so extensive as the grouping for 
multi-member constituencies. All the constituencies in 
Appendix B were single-member constituencies except in 
the Lancashire and Cheshire Branch, where by the speeial 
request of that Branch the two Members to which it was. 
entitled were assigned to one constituency. On behalf of 
the Organization Committee he proposed the grouping: 
shown by Appendix B. 

Dr. TayLor pointed out that this proposal did not pro- 
vide: for the Members of Council to be elected by the 
grouped Representatives, but simply for the Members of 
Council to be elected by Branches. That involved a slight 
extension of what had been proposed, and he moved an 
Amendment which, as eventually adopted, was as follows : 

That the schedule be amended as proposed by the Salford 
Division, in order to include provision for election by the 
Representatives. 

A Motion put down by the Exeter Division raised the 
question whether the Meeting was quite competent to 
arrange so complicated a matter as this, and whether it 
would not be better to leave it to the Council with an 
instruction to consult the separate Branches and 
Divisions. “He thought that would be the better course. 
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Mr. BaLLANcE said he would accept the Amendment on 
behalf of the Organization Committee, with necessar 
modifications as to the twelve members of the Council 
elected by the Representative Body, and this was accepted 
by. Dr. Taylor. 

Mr. Russet Coombe (Exeter) said that the point as to 
which the Exeter Division was concerned was the diffi- 
culty of railway travelling, and he quoted figures to show 
the difficulty in that Division. He thought the matter 
might be referred to the Central Council, with a request 
to give attention to it. 

Mr. BaLuance said the grouping was a difficult matter, 
and moved the following Resolution : 

That the Schedule as amended be approved subject to amend- 
ment by the Council, with instructions to consult the 
Branches concerned. 

This was agreed to. 

Dr. Maciean (Cardiff) pointed out that the question of 
travelling was not in point so far as election was con- 
cerned, because that was done by voting papers. 

Mr. BaLiance then moved that By-law 39 as amended be 
approved, which was agreed to. 

By-laws 40 and 41 were agreed to. 

The Cuarrman put it that By-law 42 be redrafted in 
accordance with Mr. Parkinson’s Resolution, which was 


agreed to. 

By-laws 43 and 44 were agreed to. 

On By-law 45, Subsection (1), Dr. Taytor (Salford) 
moved : 

No person shall be eligible for election as a»Member of 
Council to represent a Branch or a group of Branches in 
the United Kingdom, unless at the time of his election he 
shall be a Member of that Branch or of a Branch comprised 
in that group. 

He pointed out that, with regard to Members of Council 
elected by groups, no qualification was given. 

The Amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Batuance said that here came in a new By-law, 
suggested by the Council to take the place of No. 37, which 
had been deleted. 

Commencement of Office and Completion of Council._—Each of the 
terms of office hereinbefore mentioned. shall be calculated from 
the close of an Annual Representative Meeting, and the pro- 
ceedings for the election of Members shall be conducted in such 
manner as to secure that a complete Council shall be in office at 
the close of the Annual Representative Meeting of each year. 

By-law 46 was agreed to. In By-law 47 the words, “In 
pursuance of Clause 11 of the Charter,” were deleted. 
By-laws 48 to 53 were agreed to. Upon By-law 54, 

Mr. Parkinson called attention to the provision that the 
newly-elected Chairman of the Representative Meeting 
should enter upon the duties of his office at the close 
of the Meeting. 

The Ciarrman : As soon as the Meeting closes he comes 
into office. 

By-laws 55 to 60 were agreed to. On By-law 61, 

Dr. R. C. Burst (Dundee) asked if it were not a 
duplication. 

Mr. Ba.uance said it was only a matter of drafting. If 
it were taken out of the By-laws it would remain in the 
Ordinances. 

Mr. Parkinson said that if there were only three or four 
Members of a Committee beside the ex-officio Members, it 
oe as if there would not be enough Members to do the 
work. 

After some conversation By-law 61 was adopted. 

On By-law 62, 

Mr. Bauuance pointed out that there was an Amendment 
from Cardiff, and also one from the Organization Committee 
in almost identical terms. 

Mr. Batuance said the proposition of the Organization 
Committee was, that all Standing Committees should 
report to; and act on, the instructions of the Council. 

Sir Vicror Horstey (Marylebone) asked what they 
were to understand by that. Did that exclude the 
Representative Meeting from instructing a Standing 
Committee ? 

The Cuairman said there would be no direct instructions 
from the Committee. 

Sir Victor Horstey asked for a definition of Standing 
‘Committee. 

The Cuarrman said that the existing Committees were 
not mentioned in the By-laws; nevertheless they would be 
the Standing Committees. >. 
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Sir Victor Horsuey. asked that the Chairman would 
enumerate some of the Standing Committees. Was the 
Medico-Political Committee a Standing Committee ? 

The CuHarrmaN replied in the affirmative. 

Sir Victor Horstey remarked that the Meeting could 
instruct those Committees themselves perfectly well 
without going to the Council. 

The Cuarrman .said the proposed Charter might involve 
an alteration of the present Constitution. 

Sir Victor Horsey asked whether the Meeting was to 
understand that this would be in conflict with their pre- 
vious right to instruct their own Committees—Committees 
of which they elected half. They were quite as much the 
Representatives’ Committees as they were the Council’s 
Committees. Hitherto the Meeting had had power to 
instruct the Committees direct. Now it was proposed to 
do away with that power and act only through the Council. 
Why should the Representative Meeting be deprived of the 
common-sense power of instructing a Committee of which 
it had elected half? He had heard the thing moved, but 
he had not heard a single argument in support of it. 

The CuarrMAN said that the suggested idea was that 
instructions to Standing Co1amittees should come through 
the Council. 

Dr. MactEan could corroborate that. The idea of the 
By-law was, that the Council should be the Executive 
Body of the Association; and it seemed to him that the 
Resolution would in no way debar this Meeting from 


giving instructions to Standing Committees through the. 


Council. 

Sir Victor Horstey askel what would happen if the 
Council did not carry out the instructions. He could see 
no reason for introducing such a By-law. It seemed to 
him this was only a method of causing friction. He hoped 
the Meeting would not pass the Resolution. 

Mr. BatuanceE observed that a good deal had been said 
during the past year or two about instructions which had 
been sent direct from the Representative Meeting to 
various Committees of the Association. The principle was 
discussed on the previous day on the Standing Orders, 
but that need not bind the Meeting as regards the 
Charter. 

Sir Victor Horstey thought the existing system, which 
had worked exceedingly well, should not be disturbed. 

Dr. WaLKER (South Edinburgh) thought that the Ccm- 
mittee should be instructed either by the Representative 
Body or the Council, not by both. 

Dr. J. H. Taytor (Manchester, Salford) thought that if 
the instructions were to come direct from the Representa- 
tive Meeting, a good deal of expense might be saved, and 
also a good deal of time. Ifa matter went directly to the 
Committee, the Committee could take it up at once. 

Dr. A. Cox supported the adoption of the By-law, and 

Mr. Larkin said that he looked upon the proposal as 
a definite statement on the part of the Representative 
Meeting that it considered the Council its executive. 

Dr. Doveias (Maidstone and Rochester and Chatham) 
said that the Representatives would elect a considerable 
portion of the Council. With the newly constituted 
Council the position of the Representatives was rather 
different from what it had been. He did not think that 
the Meeting was running any danger in the matter. 

The Cuarrman then put to the Meeting the following 
By-law suggested by the Organization Committee, which 
he stated would be No. 65: 

The Standing Committees shall report to and act under the 
instruction of the Council. 

The Motion was carried by 40 to 8. 

Dr. BusHNELL (Brighton) suggested that to the definition 
of the duties and powers of the Hospitals Committee there 
be added the words, “and the professional interests of the 
medical officers of these institutions should be required.” 
He wanted it to be made quite clear to medical officers of 
institutions who might be needing the advice of. the 
Association, that they could obtain it from the Hospitals 
Committee. 

The suggestion was seconded by Mr. Nasu and agreed to. 

Professor WuITE (Council) proposed and Dr. DARLING 
(Portadown) seconded, and it was resolved : 

That, under the Irish Committee, the fifth column be amende1 

to read as follows: 


One Member or, if the Secretary of the Branch isa Memter 
of the Courcil, two Memb>rs. The Member specially 
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appointed by the Leinster Branch or by the Ulster 
Branch to be a practitioner not resident in Dublin or 


Belfast. 

The schedule as amended was approved. 

Clause 63, Section IX, the title having been deleted, was 
then agreed to. 

Mr. BatLaNcE then suggested that the following new 
By-law should come in between 63 and 64: 

If any appointed Member of a Standing Committee shall be 
absent from three successive Meetings of that Committee 
(except in case of illness or for some reason approved by the 
Chairman of the Committee) he shall be. deemed to have 
resigned his membership of that Committee, and the body by 
which he was appointed shall fill the vacancy so created. 

This was agreed to. 

Mr. BaLLance then moved 64. 

Mr. PaRKINSON said that an effort had been made to keep 
down the number of Members on the Committees as much 
as possible, but that effort had been counterbalanced a 
good deal by the large number of Subcommittees and the 
large number of men put on the Subcommittees. Some of 
the Subcommittees were nearly twice as large as the 
original Committees. Might he propose that no Subcom- 
mittee should have more than seven members? [No.] 
He would not press the point. 

Clauses 64, 65, 66, 67 (1) and (2) were then agreed to. 

On 67 (3), 

Mr. Parkinson asked whether a notice by post sent to 
an extreme part of the United Kingdom would reach its 
destination by the following day. 

The CHarrMaN said that it had been decided over and 
over again that such a notice constituted a correct notice. 

The clause was agreed to. 

Clauses 68 and 69 were also agreed to. 

The Cuarrman said that the proposition that the Associa- 
tion should apply for the Charter would be left till Monday, 
when there weal be a fuller Meeting of the Representa- 
tives. 

The Cuarrman suggested that the Meeting should give 
him authority to supply the press with an account of the 
proceedings of the Representative Meeting, as some of the 
more important papers, including the Times, were anxious 
to have such an account. 

On the Motion of Sir Vicror Horstey, seconded by Mr. 
Nasu, the Meeting authorized the Chairman to supply to 
the lay press such a précis as he might think desirable. 

The Meeting was then adjourned until Monday. 


MONDAY, JULY 271n, 1908. 
J. A. Macponatp, M.D., in the Chair. 


CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES. 
Tue Minutes of the proceedings on ,Saturday, July 25th, 
were read, amended, and confirmed, and signed by the 
Chairman. 
THE CHARTER. 

The CuarrMAN asked the Meeting to postpone the con- 
sideration of the application for a Royal Charter until 
after the consideration of the Finance Inquiry Committee's 
Report, because there were two items in the Report which 
would take effect in the Charter. 

Agreed. 

LENGTH OF SPEECHES. 

Dr. Water Situ (St. Pancras) proposed, and Dr. 
Mitts (Connaught) seconded, that the time for the 
speeches should be reduced from five to three minutes. 

The Motion was lost. 


THE Report OF THE FINANCE INQUIRY COMMITTEE. 

The Drputy-CHarrman (Mr. Ballance) then took the 
chair, so that Dr. Macdonald might be free, as Chairman 
of the Finance Inquiry Committee, to deal with the Report 
of that Committee. 

Mr. BaLLanceE said that it would be remembered that 
last year a preliminary consideration was given to the 
Report. This time there would be a more detailed con- 
sideration, and the Resolutions come to would therefore 
have greater significance. He moved: 

That the Report of the Finance Inquiry Committee be 

received. 
Agreed. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatp reminded the Meeting that the 

Finance Inquiry Committce was aprointed some two years 





ago, and that at that time there was some fear that the 
finances of the Association were getting into a bad state. 
This fear had its origin chiefly in the Report issued by the 
Lancashire and Cheshire Branch. Authority was given by 
the Representative Meeting for the appointment of a Com- 
mittee ; the Committee, of which he was himself Chairman, 
consisted of Dr. H. Langley Browne, afterwards Mr. Edmund 
Owen, as Chairman of Council; Dr. H. Radcliffe Crocker, 
then Treasurer; Mr. H. W. Armit, Mr. H. A. Ballance, 
Dr. Alfred Cox, Sir Victor Horsley, Dr. R. L. Langdon- 
Down, Dr. L. S. McManus, and Dr. R. H. Wolstenholme. 
The Committee investigated most thoroughly the finances. 
of the Association, and also the relations of the Secretariat ; 
and the result would be found in the Report. The Report 
was divided into three parts: (1) An introductory part; 
(2) the Conclusions and Recommendations; and (3) the 
narrative part at the end, with various appendices, which 
he hoped Members had already studied. The introductory 
part contained a record of what the Committee had done, or 
rather how it had carried out its work during the last year. 
The Report of the Committee was issued last year really 
too late to be considered by the Divisions. The Report 
was laid before the Representative Meeting but not fully 
gone into, because there were certain portions of it on 
which it was thought the Council might act. The 
Committee's recommendations were arranged under three 
heads; first, those that were only reaffirming principles 
that had already been adopted by the Representative 
Meeting ; secondly, those matters which the Council could 
deal with at once; and, thirdly, those which it was con- 
sidered introduced new principles, and therefore required 
consideration by the Divisions before they came to the 
Representative Meeting. In considering matters affecting 
the Secretariat, the officers were not present, and the 
Committee asked one of its members to act as Secretary 
during that time. In collating the Resolutions of that 
particular part, one was left out, and this had heen the 
subject of a most unfortunate correspondence in the 
JOURNAL, a correspondence which never ought to have 
been made public at all. The Committee were carrying, 
out the direct instructions from the Representative 
Meeting, and had not departed from them one iota. He 
felt very sorely about that correspondence, because he had 
taken the trouble to give the gentleman in question the 
assurance that everything had been done fairly and in 
order, and in spite of that gentleman telling him he 
accepted his word, he put the correspondence in the 
JouRNAL, and that without his authority. He begged to 
move that the Meeting approved of the way in which the 
Committee had conducted its work, that was to say, the 
actual manner in which it had done it. 

This was agreed to. 

Dr. MacponaLp said that the Committee presented 2 
series of Conclusions and Recommendations, and he would 
ask the Meeting, first of all, to approve the Conclusions. 

[The Report was published in the SuppPLement to the 
British Mepicat Journat of May 2nd, 1908. | 

The Conclusions of the Finance Inquiry Committee 
were then agreed to, after a brief discussion on certain 
points. 

Dr. Macponatp then moved the Recommendations 
seriatim : 

1. That an annual balance of income over expenditure of 
between £1,000 and £1,500 should, as far as possible, be 
maintained, and that a larger sum than this should not be: 
added annually to the reserve funds until the work of the 
Association for the maintenance of the honour and interests. 
of the ——— has been more fully developed and is being 
carried out to the satisfaction of its Members. 

Mr. Percy Rose said that the Stratford Division con- 
sidered that the annual surplus should be as near £2,000 
as possible. 

Mr. Parkinson asked if all these Recommendations had 
been forwarded to the Divisions. ots 

The Deputy CuarrMaN said that all the Recommenda- 
tions had not been forwarded, but only those Recommenda- 
tions which required the consent of the Divisions. 

Mr. Parkinson asked if replies had been received. 

The Deputy CHAIRMAN said the Divisions were not asked 
to reply, but were asked to consider them and they would, 
of course, instruct their Representatives, as they knew the 
matter was coming before the Representative Meeting. 

Dr. MacponaLp said that Representatives were definitely 
asked at the Representative Meeting last ycar to approve- 
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individually, not. as Representatives having instructions 
from their Divisions. It ‘was carefully explained that the 
decisions of that Meeting-could not have any binding effect, 
and were statutory Resolutions of the Representative 
Meeting. 

Mr. Percy Rosg (Stratford) moved as an Amendment: 

That the annual balance be at least £2,000, if possible. 

He said that there were reasons against the Resolution, but 
those: whom ‘he represented had desired him to proceed 
with the Resolution, so that the Meeting might have a 
chance of expressing an opinion upon the matter. His 
Division in no -way wished to stint the work of the Asso 
ciation, but it remembered the surpluses of the previous 
years, amounting to £3,000 or £4,000 or £5,000, or even 
£6,000, and it is thought that the difference was lament- 
able. It was also remembered that with its previous 
surpluses the Association had been able to undertake great 
work, and it also remembered that there were schemes 
such as those in connexion with benevolence or medical 
defence which might need a handsome surplus to start 
them ; it thought also that the presence of a good balance 
would be an excellent attraction to recruits for the 
Association. 

The Motion was seconded by Dr. Goopatt (City, 
Metropolitan), and supported by Dr. Jonny Brown (Bury 
and Rochdale). 

Dr, Burst (Dundee) opposed on the ground that he 
wished to see the money subscribed to the Association 
spent for the benefit of the present generation. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatp said that the Members wanted the 
Association to work for themselves; posterity had done 
nothing for them. 

Mr, Warp Covsins (Portsmouth) said that a speaker had 
referred to the old balances of the Association correctly, 
but those in his Division with whom he had talked upon 
the matter thought that during the transition period the 
Association must be satisfied with its present balance. 

The Amendment was put to the Meeting and lost. 

Recommendation No. 1 was then put to the Meeting and 
carried, with two dissentients. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatp then moved : 

2. That the cost of rebuilding the central premises, including 
the cost of temporary housing of the Association pending 
such rebuilding, should be defrayed by borrowing the 
necessary capital, preferably by the issue of debentures to 
Members of the Association. 

Mr. BroapBent (Manchester) asked what the probable 

cost of the rebuilding and the furnishing would be. 

The Treasurer said that he could not tell what the 
cost of the furnishing would be, but it would not be very 
considerable. The rebuilding would cost about £43,000 
or £44,000. 

Mr. Parkinson (Bournemouth) said that he had under- 
stood the Treasurer to say that it was impossible to raise 
money by debentures or by mortgage. 

The Treasurer said that he had never said what Mr. 
Parkinson had understood him to say. Under the present 
Memorandum of Association there were some technical 
difficulties: in raising money upon debentures, but if the 
Charter was passed there would be no difficulty whatever. 

The Motion was put to the Meeting and carried nem. 
con. 

The Deputy CHARMAN moved : 

3. That the loan for rebuilding be ‘redeemed within thirty 

‘ by a sinking fund, or otherwise, coming; into opera- 
tion one year after the issue of the loan. 

Dr. Ewen J. Macuean (Cardiff) moved as an Amendment 
to insert the words “when feasible” in that and the 
previous Resolution, on the ground that under the present 
Constitution what was recommended would be difficult to 
carry into effect. 

Dr. D. F. Topp (Sunderland) seconded. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp appealed for the withdrawal of the 
Amendment. He thought the Finance Committee might 
be credited with not attempting to do a thing which was 
not feasible. 

Dr. Macugan having explained that he did not mean the 
words “ when feasible ” to be understood in that sense, but 
as meaning when the appropriate time arrived, with the 
eonsent of the Meeting withdrew the Amendment. 

Dr. Muas (Connaught) proposed, and Mr. J. D Hiuuis 
(East Leinster) seconded : * 


That the term. be sixty years instead of thirty years for 
redemption. \ 





————-~» 


In réply to Dr. W. Dovetas (Maidstone, Rochester and 
Chatham), the TREAsuRER pointed out that the expression 
“ thirty years.” did not imply a fixed term, except that the 
redemption was to be within thirty years, and he asked 
the Meeting to pass it in that form. He thought there 
would be no difficulty in redeeming the loan in thirty 

ears. 
. With the leave of the Meeting the Amendment was 
withdrawn. 

The Recommendation was then put and carried 
unanimously. 

The following Recommendation was adopted : 

4. That to enable the Representative Meeting duly to consider 

oo financial aspects of questions of policy and administra- 
ion : 

(a) There be placed before it a Report from the Finance 
Committee on the financial aspects of any proposals 
involving considerable new expenditure ; 

(b) The form of the balance sheet.be amended as shown 
in the appendix to the Recommendations. 

In moving 

5. That the Finance Committee of the Association be not 

charged with the special supervision of the. JOURNAL: 
That the Finance Committee include the Chairman of ‘the 
Organization, Science, Medico-Political, Ethical, Premises 
and Journal Committees, and two additional Members of 
the Journal Committee. 


Dr. Macponatp said that this was one of the things with 
regard to which he asked that the final Resolution on the 
Charter should be postponed, because, if the Recommenda, 
tions were carried, it would be necessary to alter the 
Charter so that it should agree with this constitution of 
the Finance Committee. 

The Deputy CHAIRMAN pointed out that in the-Schedule 
to the Charter proposed on the previous day the Chairman 
of the Ethical Committee had been omitted, and also the 
two additional Members of the Journal Committee, which, 
it was thought, it would be well to add. It had also been 


suggested that the Chairman of the Hospitals Committee . 


should be a member of the Finance Committee. 

Dr. ForHEerGILL moved that the Chairman of. the 
Hospitals Committee be a Member of the Finance 
Committee. 

Dr. GoopaLL seconded. 

Dr. Pore (Leicester and Rutland), as an old Chairman of 
the Hospitals Committee, would be very disinclined to go 
on the Finance Committee. The Chairman of the 
Hospitals Committee would have quite enough to do 
without being involved in financial questions. 

The Amendment was lost. 

Mr. Parxinson (Bournemouth) remarked that this had 
been part of the Referendum, and, as it had been accepted 
by the Members, the Meeting was bound to carry it out. 
His own suggestion would be that instead of mentionip; 
the various chairmen, the Committee should consist .o 
the chairmen of the various Standing Committees, which 
all had more or less to do with finance, with two members 
of the Journal Committee. 

Dr. Macan (Croydon) expressed the opinion that the 
Chairman of the Hospitals Committee should be on. the 
Finance Committee. 

The Deputy CHarrMAN said that the Amendment bein 
contradictory of the Resolution which the Meeting h 
just passed, he could not accept it. 

Recommendation No. 5 was then agreed to, as. were the 
following : 

6. That the ‘ordinary’ expenditure which. Committees are 
authorized to incur without special sanction of the Council, 
and the power of the Treasurer to provisionally authorize 
extra expenditure in cases of emergency, be.defined by 
Standing Orders of the Council. 

7. That the Chairman of each Committee be furnished 
quarterly with a statement of all expenses charged in the 
accounts of the Association as arising out of the work of 
that Committee during the previous quarter. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp next moved : 

8. That in place of the present system of fixed annual capita- 
tion grants to Branches, the amounts granted be at the 
discretion of the Central Council, but not exceeding 4s. 
per head per annum, except where. supplementary grants 
are given under By-law. 

The Deputy CuarrMaN pointed out that it was necessary 
to have a two-thirds majority to pass this Recommendation, 
which affected the funds. Ona show of hands heing 
taken, the Recommendation was carried with one. dis- 
sentient. 
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The following Recommendation was agreed to: 

9. That with a view to economy in administration : 

(a) The attention of the Council and Committees be 
drawn to the importance of keeping down the number 
of Committee Meetings to the minimum consistent 
with efficient work, and that, to contribute to this 
end, the work of investigation and action in suitable 
matters be referred to small Subcommittees, and the 
opinions of Members of Committees, on matters of a 
simple character not requiring discussion, be ascer- 
tained when possible by correspondence. 

On Recommendation 9 (5), 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp moved : 

That the number of Members of the Central Council should 

be reduced, 

which was agreed to. 

He then moved: 

That the Science Committee be reduced to eight elected and 

four co-opted Members, 

which was also agreed to. 

Dr. J. A. MAcDoNALD also moved : 

’ That after the completion of rebuilding of the premises the 
Premises Committee consist of the Honorary Officers of the 
Association. only. 

Dr. Pops (Leicester and Rutland) asked the Representa- 
tives to consider whether that would be altogether satis- 
factory. That would only mean about four officers, but 
the Representatives might take it that the premises would 
be very much more commodious than they were, and 
would afford greatér facilities for Members, and it was 
& question whether there ought not to be a larger Com- 
mittee elected, because questions would be continually 
arising as to making provision for the convenience of 
Members in the shape of reading rooms, and so on, and he 
thought it might be taken that the Honorary Officers, who 
would probably be living in London, would not have the 
same ideas of the comfort of Members as the Members 
themselves. He thought it was a usual thing in insti- 
tutions of the kind to have what was called a House 
Committee. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatp said he was willing to accept a 
suggestion that besides the Honorary Members there 
should be six other Members of the Commtitee—three 
elected by the Members and three by the Council. 

Sir Vicror Horstry (Marylebone) asked, on the ground 
of expense, whether a larger Committee was really 
wanted. Personally, he was quite willing to leave the 
administration and direction of the premises to those 
officers. :; 

‘Dr. Burst (Dundee) said that the Premises Committee 
consisting of Honorary Officers: would be under the 
direction of the Council. 

Mr. BroapBent (Manchester, North) supported the views 
of Dr. Pope. 

The Deputy CnarrmMan explained that under the 
Charter it was proposed that the Premises Committee 
should consist of the Honorary Officers, numbering four, 
three Members appointed: by the Representative Body, 
and three Members appointed by the Council—that was 
to say, a total of ten; Now the proposal of the Finance 
Committee was that after the premises were completed 
the Premises Committee should consist of the Honorary 
Officers -only—that was to say, the President, the Chair- 
man of the Representative Meeting, the Chairman of 
Council, and the Treasurer—and that was the principal 
proposition before the meeting. 

Mr. Parkinson strongly supported the proposition of the 
Finance Committee, agreeing that it was quite unneces- 
sary to expend money on a large Premises Committee 
when the work -had been done excellently well and quite 
adequately by the officers of the Association. 

The-Deputy CHarRMAN wished: to correct the statement 
that if the Premises Committee consisted of Honorary 
Officers the number would be four. The Past-President 
and the President-elect would be included, so that really 
the Recommendation was that the Committee should 
consist of six ex-officio members. 

Mr. Armit moved, and Dr. Mactean seconded, that the 
question be now put. 

The Motion was carried. 

The Amendment was put to the Meeting and lost. 

Dr. Douveisas proposed that the Premises’ Committee 
should consist’ of three or four, Members besides «the 
officials, two Members elected by the Council and two by 
the Representative Meeting. . 





The Amendment was. seconded by Dr. Percy Rosz 
(Stratford). 
. The Amendment was lost. 

The Resolution was then put and carried. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp then moved the following, which 

were agreed to: 

9 (c) That the expenses allowed to Members for attendance at 
the Representative Meeting, Council, and. Committees 
be confined to first-class-travelling expenses, at present. 

9 (d) That for all documents printed for Committees, JOURNAL 
type and measure be used, in order to save cost in 
subsequent reprinting in the JouRNAL. 


Dr. J. A. Macponaup then moved: 


That as much as possible of the printing be done by the 
Association. 

This was agreed to. 

He then moved: 

10. That, the Annual Exhibition being a- central undertaking 
of the Association, the profit, if any, of the Exhibition go 
to the funds of the Association ; and that a definite grant 
from the funds of the Association be made to the local 
committee, as a contribution. to the expenses -of the 
Annual Meeting. 

In moving it, he stated that there was an understanding, 
almost a definite conclusion, that the Motion should: not 
take effect until after the Belfast Meeting, and the Belfast. 
Members were under the impression that it would not 
take effect till then. 

Dr. Pore (Leicester and Rutland) hoped that the 
Meeting would not let the Resolution take effect till a 
long time after it was passed. The statement that the 
Annual Exhibition was a central undertaking was not 
wholly correct. It had usually been the untiring efforts 
of the local Exhibition Secretary which had made the 
Exhibition a success. 

In answer to questions, 

Dr. J. A. Macponaup said that the fact of the matter 
was that the question of the Exhibition entirely arose on 
the statement of the General Secretary. Upon investiga- 
tion it was found that the Exhibitions some years ago were 
not going as well as could be wished. The Cen Office 
was then asked to take the Exhibitions in hand, and 
they were now managed by the Central Office practically 
altogether. He was not denying that the local com- 
mittees did a great deal; but the greater part of the 
management was done from the Central Office. As to the 
amount realized from the Exhibition it was really impos- 
sible to give any information, and he could not say what 
the amounts of the grants were. . 

Sir Vicror Horstey said that the matter was an 
important one, and he hoped that the Meeting would 
accept the Recommendation of the Committee. 

Mr. Parkinson wished to put before the Meeting the ease 
of the smaller. towns.and cities which sometimes invited: 
the Association. It was all very well for the very large 
cities to have to find the money ; but in the smaller towns 
there was difficulty. 

Mr. Russett CoomsBeE (Exeter) said that he believed that 
at Exeter the Members would have been very glad to have: 
known from the beginning what sum they were going. to 
receive. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL proposed that instead of the words “as 
a contribution,” the words “to meet” be inserted. 

The Motion was seconded by Dr. Kirsy (Birmingham). 

Mr. FiemminG (Bath and Bristol) s sted that if the: 
proposal of Dr. Fothergill was carried, the word “definite” 
would have to be left out. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp hoped the Meeting would not accept 
Dr. Fothergill’s Amendment. Under it the Association 
would have to pay the whole of the expenses and not the 
Exhibition. only. He was willing to omit the word 
* definite.” 

Dr. Douetas thought the word important. 

The Amendment was then put and lost. 

Mr. Parxryson (Bournemouth) moved that the Recom- 
mendation should be: 

That the Annnal Exhibition be a central undertaking of the 
Association, the profit of the Exhibition, if any, to be 
devoted to the expenses of the Annual Meeting. 

Mr. BroapBENt (Manchester North) seconded. 

Dr. Jonxson Suytn asked if there were a loss from what 

source would the funds be derived. ; 

The Presipent (Dr. Henry Davy) hoped the Meeting 
would vote for the proposal as it stood in the Report of 
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the Finance Inquiry Committee. He desired to endorse 
every word Sir Victor Horsley had said. It was undesir- 
able at the Annual Meeting to mix up the local practi- 
tioners with the trade exhibition. At Exeter they had 
nothing to do with the Exhibition, they did not know what 
they were going to get from it, and they did not much 
care. He thought that a town inviting the Association 
desired to know the probable cost; and, if it knew a 
definite sum was going to be given it was easy to get up a 
tee. He was sure that those who subscribed to the 
guarantee did not want their money returned, which came 
about if the Exhibition were larger than expected. The 
words of the Resolution met every possible poems 

Mr. Parkinson's Amendment was then put to the Meeting 
and lost. 

The Meeting agreed to eliminate the word “definite” ; 
and the Resolution as originally worded, with this altera- 
tion, was carried with two dissentients. 

At this stage, on the discussion of the duties, staffs, etc., 
of the General and Medical Secretaries, all officials were 
directed to retire. 

All the Recommendations of the Finance Inquiry Com- 
mittee under the head Duties, Staffs, etc., of the General 
and Medical Secretaries, as printed in the SupPLEMENT to 
the Journat of May 2nd, 1908, with the proviso that the 
Council be requested to reconsider the proposal to assign 
the Science Committee to the Medical Department were 

to. The “ Additional Recommendation” was 

opted in the following form : 
That all advertisements of professional import be considered 
in the Medical Secretary’s department before being accepted, 


and that the Medical Secretary should keep in touch with 
the Financial Secretary in the matter. 


‘The following Resolutions on the Report were adopted: 

That the special thanks of the Representative Meeting be 
given to the Finance Inquiry Committee for their work in 
the preparation of the Finance Inquiry Report. 

That it be an instruction to the Council to prepare such 


Amendments of the By-laws as may be necessary to render 
the foregoing Resolutions effective. 


APPLICATION FOR ROYAL CHARTER. 


Mr. W. J. GREER (Monmouth) moved: 

That this Representative Meeting approve, subject to the 
Amendments adopted by the Meeting, the Draft Charter, 
Ordinances, By-laws, and Schedules thereto submitted by 
the Council; and that it be an instruction to the Council 
to take forthwith all necessary steps, (1) to carry out in 
the Draft Charter, Ordinances, By-laws and Schedules, 
the Amendments approved by the Meeting, and (2) to present 
on behalf of the Association a Petition to His Majesty the 
King to grant to the Association a Royal Charter of Incor- 
poration in the form approved by this *Meeting, with such 
consequential or formal variations as Council or their 
legal advisers may find expedient. 

He said that it gave him very great pleasure at the end of 
so much discussion on the matter to bring forward that 
Resolution. There had been much talk about the Charter, 
but the Representatives had come out by a different door 
from that wherein they went. With regard to those who 
had taken charge of the Charter he desired to say a few 
words. The Members of the Association had done a great 
deal of work themselves, but a very considerable part of 
the work had been done by the Organization Committee ; 
and he thought that Committee deserved the deepest 
gratitude. He would like to say that the noblest Roman of 
them all was Mr. Verrall, the Chairman of the Organiza- 
tion Committee. He need hardly say anything about the 
work Mr. Verrall had done for the Charter and the Associa- 
ciation itself. The Members present were all aware of it 
and thoroughly appreciated it. There was another name 
to be mentioned, that of Mr. Andrew Clark, who had con- 
‘ducted the business of the Charter before the Meeting so 
ably and carried it to an end with the approval of the 
Meeting. He must add the name of a man who was not a 
Member of the Medical Profession, but who could almost 
pass a . weg a examination in, at any rate, medical 
jurisprudence. That was Mr. Hempson. In conclusion 
Mr. Greer expressed the hope that the Meeting would pass 
the Resolution by a unanimous vote. 

Dr. A. A. Lenpon (South Australia) said that as repre- 
senting one of the States of His Majesty’s dominions 
beyond the seas, he desired to be allowed heartily to sup- 
port the Resolution. .It would be a great relief to Members 
of the Association on the other. side of the globe to know 
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that they were not likely to have such ponderous docu- 
ments again to peruse in the near future. The loyalty of 
the Branches ‘of the Association in Australia was very 
strong; their numbers were increasing, and the interest 
taken in the work done in London and at the Annual 
Meetings was very great. He heartily supported the 
adoption of the Resolution. 

Dr. G. Micuie (Transvaal), speaking for the Transvaal, 
said the ‘Medical Practitioners there would be very 
grateful for the interest the Association had shown in 
the Colonies. The Transvaal was probably the youngest 
British colony, but it had already formed a Branch. The 
Branches in South Africa were now in a position to form 
a South African Committee, to which would be referred 
all matters of interest affecting the profession in South 
Africa ; and, when that wasin working order, all members 
of the profession there would see the benefit from joining 
the Association. 

Dr. A. WALKER (South Edinburgh) said that his Division 
was cordially in sympathy with the main objects of the Draft 
Charter, but, as be explained when he moved his Resolu- 
tion on behalf of his Division, there were some objections to 
some portions of it. His Motion was lost by a very great 
majority. He had been further instructed in the event of 
the Motion being lost (which his Division had fully 
anticipated) to oppose at all events the immediate applica- 
tion for a Charter, and he suggested that it should be 
deferred for a year so that in the interval Scottish 
Members generally might become better instructed as to 
the objects of the Charter and more in sympathy with them. 
The policy of the Charter should be to make the Associa- 
tion of greater use practically to members of the profession, 
and with that his Division were in cordial and full sym- 
pathy. But it objected to the introduction of political 
matter, and the prosecution of penal cases. He asked 
that the same consideration should be shown to the 
Scottish Divisions as to those in His Majesty’s 
dominions beyond the seas. Many of the Scottish 
districts were exceedingly scattered, and it was very 
difficult for Members to hold a successful Divisional 
Meeting. If there were a possibility of having what the 
Cardiff Resolutions had suggested—namely, postal votes— 
that difficulty would be obviated. There was no reason 
why the compromise arrived at after a patient investiga- 
tion by the President and other Members of the Associa- 
tion should not have been passed. The Meeting had seen 
fit to decline the Cardiff Resolution embodying that com- 
promise, and he could not help saying that in all proba- 
bility it would have an extremely irritating effect on man 
Divisions of the Association in Scotland. Very muc 
against his own liking—because it required some courage 
to stand up and oppose such a Resolution—he had to move 
that the application for the Charter be delayed for twelve 
months. 

The CuarrmaN ruled that the Amendment, being a direct 
negative, could not be put to the Meeting. 

Dr. R. H. Topp (New South Wales), speaking on behalf 
of his friends and comrades in New South Wales, had great 
pleasure in supporting what had been said by his colleagues 
far beyond the seas, and in expressing on behalf of New 
South Wales the satisfaction which was felt that this 
Charter was now about to become the constitution of the 
Association. They recognized that in the Ordinances and 
By-laws every consideration had been given to the Colonial 
Branches, and he thought that under these rules the 
would be able to work very happily. In New Sout 
Wales the British Medical Association was very strongly 
supported, and the Members were very proud to belong to 
it. By far the majority of the men, whether educated in 
Australia or educated in England, were of opinion that it 
would be better to carry on the traditions of the profession 
as they existed in Great Britain and Ireland. On behalf 
of New South Wales he thanked the Organization Com- 
mittee for the considerate way in which it had drafted 
By-laws in order to make them acceptable to the Colonies. 

Mr. RussELL CoomBe (Exeter) suggested that steps should 


be taken to ensure correct descriptions of His Majesty’s © 


dominions beyond the seas. 
The CHAIRMAN oped that Mr. Russell Coombe should 
er,the present Resolution having been 
drafted by one of His Majesty’s counsel so that it might be 
in the correct form. 
The Resolution for the immediate adoption of the Charter 
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was then put to the Meeting and carried by 106 tol. The 
result was received with much cheering. 

The Souicrror, being called upon by the Chairman, said 
he wished first of all to, thank Dr. Greer for the very kind 
reference he had made to himself. His modesty forbade 
him to accept it all, but he would ask every Member of this 
Meeting to believe that he had the welfare of the Associa- 
tion at heart. He was sure, if he might be allowed to say 
so, that too much time had not been spent on this Charter ; 
by polishing and perfecting it had been made a very com- 
uleke document, and he thonght they were wise to 
proceed with it at once. There were one or two things he 
would like to mention. He had been in close and confiden- 
tial touch with the officials of the Privy Council, and, 
whilst it would not be right for him to lift the veil too much 
with reference to what had taken place at the conferences 
which had been held, he was yet permitted to say that he 
had received at the hands of those officials every considera- 
tion, every courtesy, and every encouragement. They 
appeared to recognize the desirability of this great Associa- 
tion being placed under a form of government which would 
afford greater facilities for developing the scope of its opera- 
tions in such direction as might be deemed to be either neces- 
sary or desirable in the interests of the profession. He was 
also satisfied, from what had occurred between the officials 
of the Association and the Privy Council and himself, 
that no undue encouragement would be given to opposi- 
tion to this Charter, and that such opposition as might be 
offered would be submitted to the Association, and the 
Association would be given every opportunity of replying 
to it. It appeared clear to him that the moment for 
these remarks was opportune. He was divulging no 
confidence at all, and he thought it was to the interests 
of the Association, and perhaps to their comfort, that they 
should know of this. 

Mr. Warp Cousins (Portsmouth) wished to know 
whether if any serious question—not trifles—involving 
the purpose or the conduct of the Association should arise 
with regard to the application for the Charter, a reference 
would be made at once to the Representative Meeting. 

The Cuarrman thought Mr. Ward Cousins had not quite 
caught the drift of Mr. Greer’s Resolution, or he would 
have seen that the matter was left in the hands of the 
Council; if there was serious opposition, which they did 
not expect, the Council would take the matter in hand. 
He thought that as far as the Representative Meeting was 
concerned it had for the present done with the Charter. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) thought that those 
who had noticed the progress of the Charter through the 
Meeting must have been immensely struck by the small- 
ness of the minority, and that was due, he thought, in the 
whole or in part to the efforts that had been made during 
the past year by the President of the Association, 
Dr. Davy, to whom he now desired to move a vote 
of thanks for his great services in removing the 
various elements of friction which he perceived within 
the Association on this matter. Dr. Davy brought 
together certain gentlemen representatives of both 
sides—those who were in favour of progress, and 
those who thought that the movement was _pro- 
gressing a little too fast. The means he adopted were 
to ask these two sides to meet and talk the matter over 
informally. _The result was a compromise, upon which 
was based the Cardiff Resolution, but it was obvious that 
the whole sense of the Meeting was against any compro- 
mise. Dr. Davy, however, had acted for the benefit of the 
Association, and had taken a really active part in allaying 
feiction which was caused, and he deserved the best thanks 
of the Meeting, and he moved: 

That the thanks of this Meeting be tendered to Dr. Henry 
Davy, the President of the Association, for the work done 
by him for the Association during the past year, especially 
in connexion with the Draft Charter. 

Sir Victor Horstey (Marylebone) seconded the Motion. 
Those who had attended the Meeting at Exeter were quite 
prepared to find that during his year of office Dr. Davy 
had worked hard for the Association. It was difficult to 
describe the amount of work that Dr. Davy had put into 
the Association during the past year. . Unfortunately he 
was not present at any of the Meetings Dr. Cox had 
spoken of; but like the advertisement outside certain 
Places of worship in London, he had no doubt that these 
Meetings were “Brief, Bright, Brotherly.” It. was no 





doubt Dr. Davy’s intention that they should be brotherly, 
and he thought in that he had succeeded. [Cheers.] 

Dr. WaLKER (South Edinburgh) suppor the proposal. 
Dr. Davy had the best interests of the Association at 
heart, and the Association owed him a debt of gratitude. 

Dr. Macuean (Cardiff) very cordially supported the vote 
of thanks to Dr. Davy. 

The Motion was carried with acclamation. 


CENTRAL Eruicat CoMMITTEE. 

Mr. Kinsey then introduced the Annual Report of the 
Central Ethical Committee, and moved that it be received. 

This was agreed to. The Report was printed in the 
SupPLEMENT to the British MEpIcAL JourNaAL of June 20th, 
1908, p. 429. 

Paragraph A, as to presentation of cases to the General 
Medical Council, was approved. 


Ethics of Medical Consultation. 

Mr. Kinsgy said that the Recommendations by’ the 
Divisions relative to the Report on the Ethics of Con- 
sultation had been referred to the Committee ; a Special 
Report on the subject was now presented to the Meeting, 
and he moved its reception. 

This was agreed to. (The Report was published in the 
SuppLeMENT to the British MepicaL JourNaL of May 9th, 
1908.) 

Mr. Krysey then proposed seriatim the adoption of the 
paragraphs of the Special Report. 

The prefatory memorandum was agreed to down to 
paragraph (c) inclusive. 

Mr. Kinsey proposed that paragraph (d) should be 
adopted : 

(a) It is to the patient’s interest that his confidence in the 
attending practitioner should be unimpaired so long as he 
remains responsible for the patient’s medical care. 

Mr. Batuance said that he had been asked by his 
Division to suggest that all the words after the word 
“unimpaired ” might be left out. 

Mr. Kinsey accepted the proposal. The paragraph as 
amended was then agreed to, and the remaining 
paragraphs of the Memorandum were agreed to. 

The paragraphs of the Special Report were then pro- 
posed by Mr. Kinszy seriatim. On 2, “Cases in which 
consultation is especially required,” Paragraph (e). 

(e) When the attending practitioner has reason to suspe 

(i) Performance of an illegal operation. 
(ii) Administration of poison. 
(iii) Commission of any other criminal offence. 
Mr. Armit asked Mr. Kinsey to give an explanation of 
(e), inasmuch as it might seem doubtful whether it was 
for the practitioner’s safeguard, or whether it had relation 
to the divulgence of professional secrets. 

Mr. Kinsey stated that it was intended for the safeguard 
of the patient; and the paragraphs down to this point 
were agreed to. 

Mr. Krysey then proposed the paragraph headed 
“* 3—Choice of Consultant.” 

Dr. ForHerGiLtt asked whether in the sentence, “It is 
expedient, in the interests of the patient, that the choice 
of consultant should usually be left to the practitioner in 
attendance,” the word “ usually ” was not redundant. 

Mr. Kriysey said that the Committee thought that an 
inflexible rule on the point could not be made. 

The paragraph was then adopted. 

On Clause 4— 

Refusal to Meet. 

It is the duty of a practitioner to refuse to meet in con- 
sultation : 

(a) An unregistered person. 

(b) A practitioner whose exclusive profession of any peculiar 

system of treatment would render consultation futile. — 

(c) Any practitioner whose conduct has, after due inquiry, 
been declared by some recognized body of the medical 
profession to be detrimental to the honour and interests 
of the profession, such declaration not having been made 
inoperative by any subsequent pronouncement of the body 
in question or of any superior ethical tribunal. 


Dr. ForHerGitt (Wandsworth) said that his Division had 


sent in a suggestion with reference to paragraph (5) that 
there be added to (6) the words “ except for the purpose 
of diagnosis.” 


This was seconded by Dr. Water Smith (Si. Pancras 
and Islington). 
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. Dr. McCann (Westminster) asked whether homoeopaths 
were excluded from the Association. If they were -not, 
the rule would prevent one Member of the Association from 
consulting with another Member. 

The CuarrMan stated that homoeopaths were not excluded 
from thé Association. 

Dr. T. Larran (Carlow, Kilkenny, and Waterford) thought 
that homoeopaths ought to be altogether excluded. 

Dr. Lanepon-Down (Richmond) said that the intention 

of the Committee in drafting the paragraph was to leave 
the matter somewhat open so that a practitioner should 
use his judgement to the best of his ability on the point 
wane the consultation was likely to serve any useful 
end. 
' Dr. E. T. Davies (Liverpool North) objected to homoeo- 
paths because they assumed that title, and had a special 
directory, and because they pretended to be something 
superior to the ordinary practitioner. He thought that as 
pom Soe they adhered to their special distinctions, they 
ought most positively to be excluded from the Association 
altogether. The Lancashire and Cheshire Branch’ had 
passed a Resolution to the effect that homoeopaths were 
not to be elected Members of the Branch, and care ought 
to be taken not to allow men who used the title of homoeo- 
paths to join the Association. 

After brief observations by Mr. Warp Covsixs (Ports- 
mouth), Mr. J. D. Hiurs (East Leinster), Dr. Burst 
(Dundee), and Dr. Parsons (Gibraltar), 

Mr. Kinsey said that it was quite open to every one to 
take the responsibility of deciding the matter for himself. 
The rule did not say that the practitioner should or should 
not do so-and-so; but, inasmuch as the Association had 
never expressed a decided opinion, the rule simply said 
that consultation should not be held with a practitioner 
whose exclusive profession of any peculiar system of 
treatment would render consultation futile. 

The Amendment by Dr. Fothergill was then put to the 
Meeting and lost. 

Mr. Percy Rose (Stratford) moved that the clause be 
referred back to the Central Ethical Committee to afford 
opportunity for the calm consideration of the question of 
homeeopaths. 

Dr. F. J. McCann (Westminster) seconded. He thought 
the question of homoeopathy required consideration, and 
mcg Ethical Committee had rather overlooked the 
matter. 

Dr. W. Jounson Smytu (Council) supported the Amend- 
ment. He thought it a pity the Association should start 
heresy-hunting. It should widen its boundaries rather 
than narrow them. The subject was too big to be settled 
without mature consideration, because public interests 
were very much at stake. Members of the Association 
had always to consider the patient whose life was ebbing ; 
and the Association must be careful not to pass rules dis- 
advantageous-to the patient. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) pointed out that the Amendment 
asked the Committee, which had twice found it could not 
do better than it had done, to consider the matter again. 
If a further opinion were wanted the Divisions must -be 
asked to say what position the profession were going to 
take with regard to homoeopathy. To send the question 
back to thé Ethical Committee was futile. 


Dr. H. K: Ramspen (Chelsea) thought that it was the 


daty of the Meeting to have nothing to do with homoeo- 
pathy or with any one who practised it. He proposed that 
every person in the Association who practised homoeopathy 
should ke excluded from the Association, and that no 
candidate should be elected to the Association who 
practised homoeopathy. 

The Cuarrman pointed out that such a Resolution was 
not in order, but no. doubt the Meeting would be ready to 
deal with such a Resolution on some future occasion. 

Sir Victor Horstey hoped the matter would not be sent 
back to'thé Ethical Committee. It was obvious that the 
question of homoeopathy would have to be inquired into 
anid reported upon to the Representative Meeting in the 
future. Members could not have failed to notice that at 
Bristol lately there seemed to have been a kind of revival 
on the of homoeopathists and a desire to concentrate 
themselves together and to push homoeopathy as a distinct 
entity. That, he thought, required the close consideration 
of the Association, and, when that consideration had been 
given, the Asséciation would be able to take what action 

\ 





it thought right, but that could not all be thrown on the 
Ethical Committee at the present moment. 

Dr. W. Ovett (Torquay) thought the Recommendation by 
the Ethical Committee, as it stood, admirably plain. He 
instanced a case in which he had been hurriedly called by 
a homoeopathic practitioner to attend a patient who had 
cut her throat. The Recommendation of the Ethical 
Committee would allow him to undertake that attendance, 
and of course, in a case of emergency like that, it was 
necessary that the patient should be attended. To narrow 
or broaden the rule would be a mistake. soe 

It having been moved, and seconded, that the question 
be put, ‘ 

Mr. Rose’s Amendment was put and lost, upon which the 
original Resolution was put.and carried. 

Paragraph 4 was then agreed to. __ ; 

Paragraph 5, “ Procedure in arranging .and conducting 
consultations” was agreed to. x ; 

On paragraph 6, “ Etiquette of consultation,” section (h), 

(h) If for some’ reason a personal consultation is impossible, 
the attending practitioner should write a letter introducing the 
case, and should courteously and punctually reply to any com- 
munication from the consultant, and the latter should write and 
forward his opinion, along with any prescription he may advise, 
in a closed letter addressed to the attending practitioner, } 
Mr. BanLance moved to delete the words “and should 
courteously and punctually reply to any communication 
from the consultant.” He thought those words were 
surely unnecessary. Why put them down in black and 
white? He also sieesiall that the word “ latter” should 
be changed to “ consultant.” Ja 

Mr. G. H. Broapsent (Manchester, N.) thought it 
important that those words should remain in. He was a 
member of the Ethical Committee when the words were 
inserted ; and Members present must not think that all 
members of the profession were like the gentlemen present. 
He thought the Meeting ought to put in black and white 
how Members should behave. 

The CuarrMan inquired if the Amendment was pressed. 

Mr. Baxance replied in the affirmative, and said that 
he thought it infra dig. to put in those words. 

Dr. J. H. Taytor (Manchester, Salford) seconded the 
Amendment. : 

Dr. F. J. McCann (Westminster) supported it, and 
pointed out that the matter arose under the heading of 
“ Etiquette”; it was not a question of ethics, but of 
etiquette, and it must be admitted that there were 
Members who had to be reminded of their obligation in 
that respect. PRT’ 

Mr. C. H. W. Parxryson (Bournemouth) inquired 
whether there were not frequent complaints from con- 
sultants with regard to general practitioners. A con- 
sultant would write a courteous letter, and the general 
practitioner would never take any notice of it. He 
thought the general practitioners should see that'they did 
to consultants what they would expect consultants todo 
to them. He thought the word should be retained. __ 

Dr. Bruce Gorr (Lanarkshire) said that the Ethical 
Committee, when investigating the matter, were informed 
of many cases in which the consultant had written to the 
ordinary medical attendant, but had never had any reply. 
The Ethical Committee thought it necessary to put that 
paragraph into their Regulation. 

Mr. Ballance’s Amendment was then put and lost. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk and South Suffolk) 
moved : 

That the word ‘‘ courteously ’’ be deleted. 


Mr. Kinsey said that in many instances they had to 
lament the bad manners of. the profession either on the 
side of the consultant or of the general practitioner. There- 
fore, though it might seem a little derogatory to put in 
words of that kind, it was far better that. they should be 
inserted until it was no longer necessary. 

Mr. C. E. S. FLtemmine (Bath and Bristol) inquired why 
the words should only be put in with regard to practi- 
tioners who called in the consultant. Why should they 
not apply to the consultant? 

Dr. J. E. P. Davies (South-West Wales) supported the 
Amendment of Mr. Nash, thinking it derogatory to the 
profession that a practitioner should have to be asked to 
write punctually and courteously to the consultant. 

The Amendment was lost and the clause was finally 


agreed to. 
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Rules 7— Communications to patients in the course 
of consultation”; 8—‘After-care of patients;” and 
9—‘Consultant not to injure position of attending 
practitioner ” were agreed to without discussion. On Para- 
graph 10— “Consultant not to supersede attending 
practitioner”—a practitioner who has seen a case in 
consultation should not supersede the attending practi- 
‘tioner during the illness with regard to which the 
consultation is held, and, if he be asked to attend or 
prescribe in any future illness, he should only do so after 
explanation with the attending practitioner, unless circum- 
stances make this impracticable. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL moved : 

‘That the following words be substituted for the words after 
illness: ‘‘ he should write and forward his opinion, together 
with any prescription he may advise, in a closed letter 

addressed to the medical attendant.” 


He understood that many consultants in London 
robbed the general practitioner of his patients, be- 
coming, in fact, general practitioners. Having by intro- 
duction got known to the patients, they communicated 
with them privately, and the patients returned to them for 
a further opinion. Patients could not be prevented from 
going to the consultant, but his Amendment was to provide 
that a.consultant should communicate his prescription and 
advice to the doctor who originally sent the patient. 

Mr. BroapBentT (Manchester) understood by this that 
the patient was to be encouraged to go to the consultant 
without consulting the practitioner; that was not desir- 
able. 

Dr. OpELL (Torquay) understood that the rule meant 
that once a doctor had been called in for consultation he 
could never on any account whatever attend the patient as 
his own. 

Mr. Hivuis (East Leinster) hoped that the Meeting 
would not make these rules.too impracticable. It was 
impossible to draw a hard and fast line in every case. 
The Ethical Committee seemed to have considered almost 
every point that could possibly arise, and he thought the 
rules as framed were eminently suitable to meet any 
difficulty that was likely to arise. 

Dr. McCann (Westminster) contended that a patient 
had the right to go to any practitioner. Why should a 
patient be pinned always to the same practitioner? Were 
they going to tie the hands of the patient and take away 
his freedom ? 

Dr. GossE (Canterbury) asked whether, if a patient went 
to a consultant in the country, the consultant should take 
the case. In his own neighbourhood it was an instruction 
never to attend a patient who had been attended in con- 
sultation. 

Dr. WaLKER said the conditions in London and other 
large centres, and in the provinces, were entirely different, 
mt that it was impossible to lay down hard-and-fast 

es. 

Mr. Kinsey, in replying on the discussion, said it ought 
to be remembered that in small towns there were many 
men who were both consultants and general practitioners, 
and the patient might be known to both. In that case the 
attendant did not introduce the consultant. The patient 
might be equally known to both, and that was a point 
that had to be considered. 

The Amendment was then put to the Meeting and lost. 

Dr. Topp moved to substitute the following for 10 :— 

A practitioner who has seen a case in consultation should 
not supersede the attending practitioner or attend the case 
in any future illness without the permission of the 
introducer. 

This had been a very burning question in his own district 
for some considerable time, and only quite recently three 
cases had been submitted to the Divisional Committee. 
In one case in which the practitioner called in was a 
consultant in general practice, the Divisional Committee 
after going very carefully into the case ruled that where 
@ practitioner was called in as a consultant by another 
practitioner he had no right to take over the case without 
having first communicated with the practitioner by whom 
he was called in. If the latter gave him permission 
to take over the case, then well and good. It was 
said that this was an attempt to interfere with the 
rights of the patient, but the rights of the prac- 
titioner must be asserted. His Division came to the 
conclusion that if a patient would not continue with the 





original practitioner he might callin any other except one 
who had been introduced as aconsultant. That was found to 
be a satisfactory rule and to work very well. He was glad 
the Committee had taken the matter up, and thought the 
plan he had suggested was the only way in which. the 
interests of the profession could be safeguarded. 

Mr. Nasu seconded. Dr.:Todd had said in his own 
district the feeling was that any man who~had seen 
a patient who had been introduced to him for con- 
sultation, where the two docwrs were both general 
practitioners, should not see that patient on his own 
account for a period of two years. That rule worked 
perfectly satisfactorily. If the patient desired to give up 
his original attendant, he was at liberty to go to any 
medical man in the district, except the practitioner who 
had been called in consultation. 

Dr. Cox (Consett, Gateshead) said that a difficulty fatal to 
Dr. Todd’s Amendment was that the rule-must be made 
universal. Take the case of two men practising in a 
country village where the older man found himself sud- 
denly confronted with a younger and more vigorous man. 
All he had to do in order to protect his own practice was to 
call the other man into consultation. If there was to be 
such a rule it would spoil any likelihood of harmony 
between those two men. 

Dr. Dartinc wished to emphasize the same point, -but 
thought the Resolution of the Ethical Committee met all 
that was wanted. 

The Amendment was then put to the Meeting and lost. 

Mr. Parkrnson asked if Mr. Kinsey would accept the 
change of the word “should” to “must,” so as to make 
the rule stronger. 

Mr. Kinsey said that if a patient, A., was attended by 
a Doctor B., and Doctor C. was called in consultation, and 
A. left B. and went to D., in that case there was nothing 
to prevent C. being called in consultation again by D. 

Dr. Pore moved the insertion after the word “ illness ” 
of “ unless in consultation with another practitioner.” 

Dr. Buist suggested the insertion of the word 
“ independently ” after “if he be asked to attend,” and 
the omission of the words “ or prescribe.” 

Mr. Kinsey wished to remind the Meeting of a thing 
that frequently happened. Supposing .that one prac- 
titioner, A., knew that his patient wanted to go to B,, 
he would get B. called into consultation in order to 
prevent him taking the patient. 

Dr. Pore asked if it would be in the spirit of that rule 
if the consultant merely informed the original practitioner 
that he was going to attend the patient in future. 

Mr. Kinsey said there were so many cases that the 
Committee had not been able to consider them all; but 
so far as concerned those that had come under its notice 
the rule was a satisfactory expression of the Committee’s 
opinion. ‘ 

-The Amendment was then put to the Meeting and 
lost. 

On the motion of Dr. E. R. Foruercmt (Wandsworth), 
seconded by Dr. W. L. Murr (Glasgow Eastern), it was 
resolved : 

That it be an instruction to the Ethical Committee to consider 

the case of pure consultants in the circumstances referred 
to in Rule 16. 

The Report on the Ethics of Consultation as amended 
was then approved with one dissentient. 

Dr. Butst (Dundee) moved: 

That a short abstract of the Report on the Ethics of Consulta- 
tion and of the decisions of the Central Ethical Committee 
be appended to the organization appeal sent to all practi- 
tioners on registration. 

Dr. Grant Davie (Manchester, South) moved as an Adden- 
dum: “And that it be a Recommendation to Divisional 
Secretaries to forward these papers to every new practi- 
tioner in the area of their Divisions.” 

This was accepted by Dr. Burst. 

Dr. Lanepon-Down (Richmond) moved: That the words 
“ and of the decisions of the Central Ethical Committee” be 
deleted. 

Dr. J. J. Macan (Croydon) seconded. 

Mr. Broapsent (Manchester, North) proposed that an 
epitome of the decisions should be sent. 

In answer to a question the CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE 
stated that a very large document would be required if 
the proposal was carried out. The decisions of the Ethical 
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Committee were already being tabulated and arranged and 
would be issued as soon as the work could be got through. 

Mr. Kinsgy. said that the object of the. Ethical Com- 
mittee in making a digest of its decisions .was to circulate 
them to the Members. Now that there was to be an 
Assistant Medical Secretary, he hoped that the work 
might be done within a year ; the decisions of six years had 
to be gone through. If the Representatives were content 
to leave the matter as it was, and to trust the Committee 
to circulate the digest of its decisions, that would be done; 
in fact, instructions had already been given. 

Dr. J. E. P. Davies (South-West Wales) did not see how 
Secretaries could comply with the requirements of the 
Amendment, because, as far as he knew, it was not possible 
for Secretaries to ascertain the names of new practitioners 
in a Division. The Secretary might know the names of 
new Members, but he was unable to secure. the names of 
new practitioners. 

Dr. Butst (Durdee) said that if the Chairman of the 
Committee assured him that the matter was being con- 
sidered that would satisfy his Branch, and in that case he 
would ask the permission of the Meeting to withdraw his 
Motion. 

In answer to the CuHarrman, Dr. Grant Davie stated 
that he was unable to withdraw his Addendum, which 
Dr. Buist had accepted. 

Dr. Lanepon-Down’s amendment was then put to the 
Meeting and lost. 

Dr. F. J. McCann (Westminster) then moved: 


That it be an instruction to the Ethical Committee to consider 
the question cf the admission of homoeopaths to the Asso- 
ciation before circulating the rules of medical consultations 
as approved by the Meeting. 


Mr. Percy Rose (Stratford), in seconding, said that if 
there were homoeopaths already in the Association, the 
matter required consideration. 

Mr. BroapBENT considered that it would be a waste of 
time to defer the issue of the Report until the question 
was settled. 

Dr. OpEit (Torquay) also opposed the Amendment. 

It was then moved and agreed to that the question be 
now put, when the M otion was lost. 

The Central Ethical Committee was instructed to pre- 
pare a special Report as to consultants in accordance with 
Paragraph 5 of the Annual Report of the Committee. 

Mr. Kinszy then moved the adoption of Paragraph 6 of 
the Annual Report of the Central Ethical Committee 
referring to the Prevention of Corruption Act. With 
regard to the statement that “the Committee has under 
consideration the advisability of taking proceedings in a 
case against a tradesman,” he said that it had been found 
that that would be very expensive ; the tradesman was a 
very small man, and it was unnecessary to train a ten-ton 
gun on a flea. He moved that the paragraph be approved, 
and the Motion was carried. 

Mr. Kinsgy moved that the special report.on the defini- 
tion of the term “ hospital” be received. 

(The Report was published in the SuppLement to the 
British Mepicat Journat of February 22nd, 1908.) 

The following is the defining clause : 

The term “ Hospital” should not be applied to an institution 
for the treatment of disease which does not possess all the 
following characters: 

(a) That the institution in question receives necessitous 

tients, and is maintained wholly or partially by public 
unds or charitable contributions ; 

(6) That the control, including the appointment of the staff, 
is in the hands of medical or lay persons appointed by, or 
responsible to, those who provide the funds ; 

(c) That the institution is not established or conducted for the 
pecuniary profit or personal gain of the body or persons 
who control it. 

The Ethical Committee had endeavoured to define the 
term “hospital” so that hospitals set up by private indi- 
duals for their own benefit might be dealt with. 

Mr, Larkin, in moving that the Committee be asked to 
take the Report back, said he had been instructed by his 
Division and asked by others to request the Committee to 
reconsider the definition, and see if the desired end could 
not be arrived at in another way. He was not opposed in 
principle, and it was quite realized that something must 
be done, but Members of the British Medical Association 
should be the last to tackle a problem by defining titles. 
The whole trouble in regard to the Medical Acts had 
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arisen because they dealt with the definition of titles and 
not the acts and deeds of people. He objected to a defini. 
tion for a special purpose, because it would be used against 
the Association later. The proposed definition of “ hos. 
pital”. was useless, because while there was circum- 
locution or a synonym left in the English language, the 
object of the definition would be defeated by the use of 
a similar word by the people whom the Association wag 
aiming at. Paragraphs (0) and (c) of the “ Definition,” he 
felt, supported the paramountcy of the lay Committees in 
hospital management, and he thought nothing should be 
done to strengthen their hands. Members of the Medical 
Profession should be strengthened against them. When 
a new hospital was started, it should be left to the local 
profession to express its opinion as to whether it was 
required or not. He moved: 

That the proposed definition be referred back to the Central 

Ethical Committee for further consideration. 

Dr. E. D. Kirsy (Birmingham, Central), in seconding, 
said that he had proposed to move a Resolution on the 
subject, but he was content with Mr. Larkin’s. 


Dr. Pope, speaking as Chairman of the Hospitals Com- 


mittee, which had assisted in drawing up the definition, 
felt great sympathy with Mr. Larkin; but the Association 
was suffering from the lack of such a definition. The 
Meeting must not take one parargaph alone, but the whole 
together. He thought the definition did explain what 
were the institutions which the Association approved as 
hospitals, and what the Association disapproved. If it did 
nothing else it would be of great assistance to the con, 
ductors of the Journat; who did not know what advertise- 
ments they might properly exclude. 

[It being 4.20 p.m. the Meeting adjourned for the 
reception in the Town Hall by the Lord Mayor. On 
resuming, | ; 

Mr. Westsy (Liverpool, West) said that he had been 
requested to support the definition of the word “hos- 
pital,” and for his own part thought that other institu- 
tions similar to hospitals should be included. 


Dr. FoTHERGILL said that on a previous day the Meeting ~ 


had referred to the Central Council the principle of the 
representation of the medical profession on all medical 
institutes, and that the Divisions were to be consulted. 
If the matter had been referred to the Council it should 
not be considered by the Meeting. 

The CHarrman said he thought the Committee was 
willing to take it back; but the Meeting must not find 
fault with the Committee when dealing with any hospita) 
business that might arise. 

Dr. R. L. Lanepon-Down (Richmond) said that he was 
not opposed to the Committee taking it back; but the 
Committee should have very explicit directions as to the 
way in which it was to be dealt with. The Committee 
had been asked by the Representative Body to frame this 
definition. The way in which it could be used was this: 
any Division might decide that it would be unethical for 
its members to offend against the principles which the 
Committee had laid down. The word “hospital” need 
not be used. A Division could provice that a practitioner 
who took part in an institution conducted outside the 
limits which the Committee had laid down would be acting 
unethically ; the Committee would then be in a position to 
deal practically with the matter. The Committee did not 
pretend that the definition was exhaustive. It wanted to 
avoid excluding any institution which was at present 
tolerated, but intended it to be understood that what they 
had excluded was bad. It was not maintained that every- 
thing undesirable had been excluded, but that the defini- 
tion afforded a safe working basis for the present, at any 
rate until next year. In any case, he did not think the 
Committee would know how to amend it, unless the 
Meeting gave much more explicit directions. 

Mr. J. D. Hitus (East Leinster) thought Mr. Larkin’s 
objection was to the word “ hospital,’ and he seemed ta 
think that. some other word might be substituted by any 
person anxious to defy the Association. 

Dr. O. Marriott (Hong Kong) would not detain the 
Meeting by describing the conditions which had to be dealt 
with in the East; but he thought the proposed definition 
of “ hospital” was absolutely unsuitable and unadapted to 
the institutions which ranked as hospitals in the East. 
He referred particularly to Hong Kong, the Straits, and 
China, there being no such Poor-law system or classificatio® 
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of the poor as obtained in this country. The hospitals 
in the East were run on absolutely different lines. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL, answering the Chairman, said that his 
point was that it had been referred to the Council to find 
out the wishes of the Association as to whether medical 
men should be represented on the boards of all medical 
charitable institutions. He suggested that “ (b)” involved 
that question, and therefore, if the Meeting passed or 
amended it, the question would be prejudged. 

The CHAIRMAN agreed, and the matter was referred back 
for further consideration. 

On paragraph “ E,—Ethical Rules of Divisions and 
Branches,” of the Annual Report of the Central Ethical 
Committee, 

Dr. FoTHERGILL suggested that the word “ procedure” 
had in some places been left out. He asked, Did 
“ethical rules” mean ethical rules or ethical procedure 
rules? 

Mr. Kinsey said the words were intended to refer to 
Ethical Procedure Rules. It was important that as soon 
as possible all Divisions and Branches should have uniform 
rules. The present want of uniformity led to endless con- 
fusion ; but the Committee did not feel quite in a position 
at present to make those rules obligatory. It was hoped 
that as soon as possible a small booklet would be drawn up 
of the rules accepted and passed by the Council and put 
into the hands of every Member of the Association and of 
every Secretary, so that a uniform procedure might be 
established. 

‘Paragraph 8 was then agreed to, as was also Paragraph 9, 
“Cases of Proposed Expulsion.” 

On Paragraph 10, “ Proposed Alterations of By-laws,” 
affecting the reference to the Committee, Mr. Kinsgy said 
that the Committee had found that it had not sufficient 
seope, and a new by-law had been proposed which would 
include dealing with non-members under proper restric- 
tions, with power of reference to Divisions and Branches 
for the investigation and adjudication of cases, subject to 
appeal, first to the Ethical Committee, and then to the 
Council, if necessary. 

The paragraph was agreed to. 

On Paragraph 11, “ Resolutions of International Associa- 
tion of the Medical Press,” Mr. Kinsey observed that if the 
Members had read them he thought they could not dissent 
from them. 

Upon the third Resolution Dr. FotHERGILI. suggested that 
the word “ author” should be included. ” 

Mr. Kinsry said it was a rule that when an article 
was written for a journal it became the property of the 
journal, and could not be republished without the 
permission of that journal. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead), on a point of order, pointed out 
that those were Resolutions of the International Associa- 
tion of the Medical Press, and that this Meeting had no 
power to alter them. 

oo CuarRMAN said the Meeting had power to approve 
them. 

Mr. Aruit thought the Meeting might approve but they 
could not amend the Resolutions. 

Dr. Dawson Witutams said that the International 
Association of the Medical Press, as Mr. Armit had told 
them, had adopted those Resolutions for its own guid- 
ance, and it was hoped that this Association would 
confirm them as following the principles which com- 
mended themselves to everybody in this country. If this 
Association would go a little further and adopt a 
Resolution with regard to the author also, it would 
help the International Association of the Medical Press ; 
but the members of that Association had not felt justified 
m going beyond matters that directly affected them as 
journalists. 

The following Resolution was then agreed to: 

That with reference to Resolution 3 of the International Asso- 
ciation of the Medical Press, it be an instruction to the 
Committee that steps be taken to secure that authors them- 
selves shall not publish such articles without having pre- 


viously obtained the sanction of the editor or publisher of 
the medical journal. 


Mr. Kinsey, dealing with Paragraph 12, “Cases illus- 
trating Question of Principle,” said that the advice of the 
‘Committee had been requested in about 120 cases. He 
‘asked the Meeting to approve the principle contained in 
the paragraph headed “ Operation without Consultation with 





Ordinary Attendant.” In the case which had led to that 
paragraph being inserted, an arrangement had been made 
with the consent of the patient by the general practitioner 
and the operating surgeon; then the patient quarrelled 
with the general practitioner, and went straight to the 
operating surgeon, who accepted the patient’s word, and 
er the operation without letting the practitioner 
ow. 

[Agreed. | 

On the next paragraph, which referred to consultation 
with homoeopaths, Mr. C. H. W. Parkinson (Bournemouth) 
asked if Mr. Kinsey would not now adopt the recommenda- 
tion that the Ethical Committee be asked to inquire into the 
whole question of the relation of the profession to homoeo- 
pathic practitioners. 

The CuHatrMaNn said the Meeting could instruct the 
Committee to go into the question of homoeopathy. 

On the motion of Mr. C. H. W. Parkinson (Bournemouth), 
seconded by Mr. E. A. CLarkeE (Ashton-under-Lyne), it was 
resolved : 

That it be an instruction to the Council to consider the whole 

question of the relation of homoepaths to the Association. 

The action of the Committee, as stated in the paragraph, 
was approved. 

On the motion of Mr. Kinsey, Paragraphs 15, “ Procedure 
In Cases of Supersession”; 16, “Setting up in Opposition 

fter Negotiations for Partnership”; 17, “ Private Institu- 
tions on Medical Treatment under Lay Control,” were 
approved. . 

Mr. Kinsey then moved Paragraph 18, *‘ Medical Prac- 
tice and Chemists’ Business carried on in the same 
name.” 

Dr. FoTHERGILL (Wandsworth) said that he must protest 
against the paragraph, and proposed that it be referred 
back to the Committee for consideration. 

The motion was seconded. 

Mr. NasH (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) said that 
if a house belonged to a landlord who chose to let 
it to two tenants, the Association had no control over the 
matter. 

Mr. Kinsey said that the case in question had to be 
determined on its own merits. Cases differed very 
widely. ‘ 

The Cuarrman said that he was willing to take any 
instruction to the Council that the matter be further 
considered. 

Dr. Parsons (Gibraltar) asked that the case of a medical 
man having a consultation in a chemist’s shop and pre- 
scribing for patients in a chemist’s shop should be taken 
into consideration. 

The CuHarrMaNn stated that the case should be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. BroapBent (Manchester North) said that recently 
in Manchester cases had been submitted to the Medical 
Guild in which medical men had put up plates at chemists’ 
shops, and had consultations there with patients. The 
practice had been condemned by the Medical Guild. 

Subject to an instruction to the Council to consider the 
general principle involved, Paragraph 18 was agreed to. 

Paragraph 19, “Signed Newspaper Articles by Medical 
Men,” was approved. 

Mr. Kivsey then proposed Paragraph 20, “ Publication of 
Lists of ‘ Consultants.’ ” 

Dr. FotHerGitt asked Mr. Kinsey whether it was no 
the fact that the Committee had deprecated the advertise- 
ment in newspapers of dgctors’ names as on a hospital 
staff. The paragraph said that the names might be put 
into directories, and added that one practitioner should not 
be given an undue preference over another prac- 
titioner. Was it possible to advertise the honorary 
staff of a hospital in a country district and yet not give 
them an advantage over other practitioners? 

Mr. Kinsey said that the Committee had consalted the 
Solicitor as to the legal power to prevent names of medical 
men being published by interested persons. With a great 
deal of trouble the Committee had got some pamphlets 
suppressed, and with still more trouble had got a general 
publication for London. He admitted that the unfairness 
might arise in the country districts, but the Committee 
could not help itself. It had done the best it could, and 
had tried to persuade where it could not compel. 

Dr. ForuerGiy said that it did not follow because a 
practice could not be stopped that it should not be objected 
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to. He moved that the Meeting disagrees with the 
paragraph. 

Mr. Russert Coompe (Exeter) seconded. 

The Motio Sammane put to the Meeting was lost, and 
the paragrap to. 

Pacagenels 21, “ Testimonials by Medical Practitioners 
to Proprietary Articles” ; 22, “Contract Practice—Prizes 


to Club Members”; 23, “Contract Practice—Appoint-, 


ments for Fixed Periods” ; 24, ‘“ Procedure: Support from 
Members of other Divisions in respect of Disputes as to 
an Appointment” ; and 25,“ Procedure : Disclosure of Name 
of Informant,” were approved. 

On Paragraph 26, ‘“ Cases affecting Non-Members, 
Section (1), Undertaking by Non-Members,” 

Mr. Kinsey said that it was very important for every 
secretary in dealing with the case of a non-member before 
he disclosed anything to get a written undertaking from 
the non-member to abide by the decision given. 

Section 26 (i) and (ii), “ Difficulties as to Rules of 
Procedure,” was approved. 

Mr. Kiysey, in moving that 26 (iii), “ Refusal to Accept 
Adjudication by the Association,” should be approved, stated 
that if a non-member refused to have a dispute with a 
member investigated by the Division, the decision might 
go against him by default if he did not put in an appear- 
ance. 

Pa hh. 26 (iii) was approved. 

Mr. Kinsey then moved that Paragraph 27, “ Appeal. from 
the Committee to the Representative Meeting,” be approved. 
One of the appeals referred to was dealt with in Para- 
graph 19, and the other was a case in which the Committee 
considered—and in this they were supported, he believed, 
by the Council—that there was a certain amount of blame 
attaching to both persons concerned. The threatened 
appeal was because the complainant did not get so severe 
a condemnation for the defendant as he wished. 

The paragraph was then agreed to. 

The Report.of the Ethical Committee as amended was 
then agreed to. 

On the motion of the Cuarrman the thanks of the Meeting 
were given to Mr. Kinsey and Mr. Andrew Clark for 
having taken the trouble to attend and submit the Reports 
of Committees of which they had been chairmen during 
the past year. 

At this point the Deputy Chairman took the chair as the 
Chairman’s attendance was required at an important sub- 
committee. 


Report oF Mepico-PoriticaL CoMMITTEE. 

Sir Victor Horstry (Marylebone) introduced the Annual 
Report of the Medico-Political Committee and moved its 
reception. This was agreed to. The Report was printed 
in the SuppLeMEeNT to. the British MepicaL JourNaL of 
June 20th, 1908. 

Sir Vicror Horstey then moved the paragraphs of the 
Report seriatim. 

Paragraphs.1 and 2 (preamble) were approved. 


I. Matters arising out of Instructions of the Representa- 
tive Meeting: 

The consideration of Paragraph 4 was postponed for the 
attendance of the Medical Secretary, absent at the same 
subcommittee. 

In moving Paragraph 5, Sir Victor Horstey stated’ that 
the: pamphlet explaining the action taken in various 
contrast practice disputes had not yet been issued to the 
Divisions because it was not quite completed. He: then 
moved’ Paragraph 6, ‘Central Emergency Fund’; the 
subscriptions thereto, he: stated, were lamentably small, 
especially when the subscriptions that had been collected 
of late were considered. The Committee hoped that the 
Divisions‘individually would put this matter right. 

The paragraph was approved. 

Sir Vicror Horstey then moved’ Paragraph 7, “ Truck 
Act.” The Association had done good workin obtaining infor- 
mation on: the precise position of medical work when it 
was influenced by the Truck: Act, and had prepared a 
Memorandum (Appendix B on page 426 of SuppLement of 
June: 20th). There was no’ contentious: point in’ this 
matter. The Appendix contained simply ‘a’ narrative of 
the precise legal position. 

Paragraph. 7 and Appendix B were approved. 

Iw moving Paragraph 8, “ Sanatoriums for Workers 
Saffering’ from Tuberculosis,’ Sir Vicror. Horstuy said 
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that it would be observed that the last clause embodied 
the gm that medical referees if appointed shoul@ 
be paid. 

Dr. Parker (Bristol) said that many members of his: 
Division found it impossible to manage the work of the 
sanatoriums in any other way than the present. He: 
thought that it was almost the universal practice in con- 
nexion with sanatoriums to obtain another opinion. As 
a rule the sanatorium was far too poor to be able 
to pay any fee for the reference. The special conditions 
affecting sanatorium patients were such that he hoped that 
the Meeting would not condemn what he believed to be a. 
necessary custom. A patient who was desirous of enter- 
ing a sanatorium believed that it was a case of life and 
death to him, and put all sorts of undue pressure upon his. 
own medical man. For that, amongst other reasons, it; 
was important to have at least a second opinion. Otherwise. 
the patient might be rejected after being examined in the 
sanatorium. He supported the present custom in the 
interest of the:patient and in the interests of the General 
Medical Practitioner who sent him. Certainly; when he 
had recommended a patient of his own, he had always 
been extremely thankful that a second opinion had been 
obtained. Lastly, the present system was in the interests 
of the sanatorium itself. 

Sir Vrcrok Hors.t£y moved; 

That, in the opinion of the Representative Meeting, it is not 
advisable that Members of the Association should in future 
accept or continue to hold appeintments as honorary local 
medical referees to the National Societ* for the Establish- 
ment and Maintenance of Sanatoria for Workers Suffering 
from Tuberculosis, and that the Divisions be requested to 
consider the matter as affecting any of their own Members: 
or other practitioners in their respective areas who may hold. 
such appointments: 


Mr. Nasa (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) said the 
case in question was an instance of a wealthy combination 
of friendly societies. The matter was very carefully con- 
sidered by the Meédico-Political Committee, and he hoped 
the meeting would not vote against the Resolution. 

Dr. W. OpE.t (Torquay) mentioned three societies with 
which he was concerned. He said he had never received 
any payment, and would rather give up the appointment 
_ be paid, because he considered it an honour to do-the 
work. 

Mr. BroaDBENT (Manchester North) said that probably 
the institutions referred to by Dr. Odell were different to 
those dealt with by the Resolution. 

Dr. A. WaLKER (South Edinburgh) appealed to. the 
Association not to throw any difficulty in the way 
of such an institution as the one in question: It was 
the first instance in the country of the working classes 
combining to provide sanatorium treatment. The’ insti- 
tution had: been spoken of as a wealthy corporation, 
but it was nothing of the kind. The Medical Profession 


should not fight for pecuniary advantages, but should work: 


for the benefit of the community. The alternative was 
that the county would provide for the treatment of cases. 
of consumption amongst the poor, which would throw a. 
serious burden upon the ratepayers. 

Mr. Garstane (Altrincham) desired to say in the most 
definite manner possible that the whole of the trouble the 
Medical. Profession’ was suffering from: at the present 
moment was due to the-action of past generations in doing 
all work of this kind for nothing. 

Dr. R. C. Buist (Dundee) dissented from Dr. Walker's: 
opinion as representative of that held: in Scotland. 

Dr. Lawson (Aberdeen, Orkney, and Shetland) said' the: 
workers of Britain, while desiring to deal with their:own 


tuberculous cases, had not the machinery to do it. They 
were dealing with the subject experimentally, but while: 
they had made provision for other expenditure, whem it: 


came to the medical referee they w*nted the work done 
for nothing, to. demonstrate that their efforts were a. 
financial success. 

The: Resolution’ was then put and carried with one 
dissentient. 

Sir’ Vicror Horsey moved in relation to Paragraph 10, 
“Gratuitous Medical Treatment of Rate-maintained 
Patients,” the following : 

That: 'the Representative Meeting considers that the services 


of the profession should ‘not be given gratuitously to patients 
who are maintained by public funds. 


The Resolution. was carried unanimously. 
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Sir Vicror Horsey moved the adoption of Paragraph 11, 
«Payment of Doctors’ Fees by Insurance and Friendly 
Societies,” and it was approved. 

Sir Victor Horsity said Paragraph 12, “ Parliamentary,” 
was simply a statement with regard to the work of the 
Parliamentary Subcommittee. 

On Paragraph 13, “ Medical Acts Consolidation Bill,” 
Sir Victor Horstey said the work of the previous Repre- 
sentative Meetings had culminated in the preparation of a 
Consolidation Act, affecting not only the medical but the 
dental profession. The bill would be presented to the 
House, but was not quite ready for presentation to the 
Meeting. 

The paragraph was approved. 

On Paragraphs 14 and 15, “ Proposed. Royal Commission 
on Medical Law,” Sir Vicror Horstrey said that the 
paragraph Was a simple narrative of facts. The General 
Medical Council had received a deputation from the 
Metropolitan Counties Branch, and the Committee was 
collecting evidence. 

The paragraph was approved. 

Sir Victor Horstey then moved the adoption of Para- 
graphs 16 and 17, “ Notification of Births Act.” The 
Committee, he said, was preparing a memorandum for the 
information of Members on the precise legal position of the 
profession under the Act. As the Meeting was aware, the 
correspondence in the JouRNAL showed a considerable dif- 
ference of opinion upon the point. The Parliamentary 
Subcommittee, with the help of the Solicitor, was also 
considering the question of an amending Act to provide 
that not only a practitioner but a midwife who notified 
should be paid for such notification. 

Dr. JoHN Brown (Rochdale and Bury) moved : 

That it be an instruction to the Council to take steps to have 
medical practitioners excluded from the operation of the 
Notification of Births Act. 


Dr. W. L. Murr (Glasgow, Eastern) supported the motion. 

Dr. W. M. Crorron (Lincoln) said the local authorities 
at Boston had thought of adopting the Act, but the 
Division passed the following resolution: “That while 
agreeing to the expediency of early notification of births, 
we wish it to be distinctly understood that the medical 
attendant or qualified midwife ought to have no re- 
sponsibility at all in the matter, and that we consider the 
duty should naturally devolve on the father, or, in his 
absence, the householder of the house in which the birth 
took place.” The Division had sent that resolution to the 
local authority, and had not heard anything further about 
the matter. 

In reply to a question, Sir Vicror Horstey said the 
Act was permissive, but it would probably be made:com- 
pulsory, because all such Acts usually started as _per- 
missive ones. 

Dr. Joun Brown’s Amendment was then put and carried 
with two dissentients. 

Sir Vicror Horstry said the other suggestion was to 
frame: a-measure to provide for the payment of medical 
practitioners and midwives for notifying. 

Dr. Gox proposed to add to the instruction to the 
Council the words “and midwives.” There was not the 
slightest ‘doubt that’ the medical case had been’ damaged 
in the past by looking entirely after their own interests. 
If it was-wrong for doctors to do certain things it was 
equally wrong for midwives. It would be well if an 
amendment of the bill were sought to put the demand on 
the broad: ground of justice. 

Dr. ‘Cox’s suggestion was made an addendum -to 
Dr. Brown’s Resolution—three only: being against. it. 

The two ~paragraphs -referring to ‘the Notification of 
Births Act were then approved. 

Sir Vicoror Horstry said that Paragraph 18, dealing 
with State registration of nurses, was extremely im- 
portant. A deputation to the Lord President -had not yet 
been arranged. As regarded ‘the actual position of the 
matter, Lord Ampthill’s opposition to the so-called official 
Directory of ‘Nurses, to which ‘the Association had lent its 
aid, had been successful. Lord Ampthill had ‘brought :in 
Mr. Munro-Ferguson’s: bill, of which ‘the :Association had 
in general terms expressed a qualified: approval, and the 
bill had passed ‘through the Lords in Committee. The 
opportunity now oceurred, when the bill reached the 
House of Commons, to offer any alterations that might -be 
thought desirable. The-profession was now in respect of 
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this matter; chiefly owing to the activity of the Repre- 
sentative Meeting, in a more favourable position than 
heretofore. The hard-working and important body of the 
people who were pushing the matter forward on behalf of 
the nurses recognized the British Medical Association as 
the professional authority in the matter, and the Govern- 
ment had adopted amendments embodying the views laid 
down by the Representative Meeting two years ago— 
namely, that the representation of the profession and of 
the nurses should be equal. The Association had really got 
in principle every point that it had asked for. In this, the 
bill of the six medical members of the Board, three were 
to be appointed directly by the British Medical Association 
and the other three were to be chosen, one by the General 
Medical Council, one by the Local Government Board, and 
one by the Medico-Psychological Association. It was a 
very satisfactory position. Copies of the bill as amended 
had not yet been printed, but as soon as they were printed 
the bill would be published in the Journat, and during 
the recess the Committee would have to take care to move 
with regard to the insertion of Amendments which the 
Association had previously approved. He moved: 

That the Representative Meeting authorizes the Council to 
propose such Amendments to the Nurses Registration Bill 
as may be found desirable 9g further consideration of the 
pill as already amended in the House of Lords. 

Dr. FotHEerGILti said that he believed that the original 
proposal in the bill was that there should be a council of 
19, and that Earl Crewe’s amendment was to reduce the 
number to 15. Sir Victor Horsley had mentioned six 
medical representatives, but six was not half 15. 

Sir Vicror Horsiey pointed out that there were three 
Crown nominees as well, necessarily either nurses or 
medical men. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL also asked whether under Clause 7 (c), 
which referred to the representation of the Association, it 
would be obligatory to appoint a physician and surgeon 
and general practitioner. Earl Crewe had moved to omit 
Clause 29 of the Registration Bill, but the clause embodied 
a most important proviso, and the Association might. well 
move to have it reinserted. He moved: 

That the following matters be included among the amend- 
ments to be proposed : 

(a) That the ritish Medical Association’s choice with 
regard to representatives be not restricted. 

(b)' Phat Clause 29 of the bill as introduced into the House 
of Lords be restored. 

Dr. Goopaxt (City, Metropolitan) seconded. 

Mr. Fiemmine said that the Government in the House 
of Lords had introduced several alterations. One:was a 
supplementary register. He asked for:information as to 
what that supplementary register was; if \it.meant the 
addition of only partially qualified district nurses, as was 
once suggested, the Representative Meeting ought to: take 
some steps to oppose it. 

Sir Vicror Horstey asked whether Mr. Flemming 
referred to village nurses, or was the scheme that of the 
Medico-Psychological Association ? 

Mr. FLEmMinG said he could not say. 

Sir Victor Horsury said he could not at the moment 
answer the question, but if the supplementary register had 
reference to the former he considered it very objectionable. 

In reply to Dr. Fornercitt, the Depury CHargMan said 
it was not, he believed, stated: in the bill whether the 
Crown nominees should be lay or medical. 

Sir Vicror Horstey did not think the Government had 
given any intimation asto whom they would appoint, but 
in ‘the: case of similar. Crown appointments they had 
always. been medical men. 

The Amendment -was carried, as, also. the Resolution as 
amended. 

Paragraphs 21 and. 22, “ Vivisection”; Paragraph 23, 
“ Prohibition of Medical Practice by Companies” ; and Para- 
graph 24, “ Public Health Bills," were approved. On Para- 
graph 25, which :had reference to the question of giving 
security of tenure to health officers, Sir Victor Horsixy 
said that the Committee .had a Recommendation upon 
that, the object of which was to give security of ‘tenure to 
half-time. officers ; and the Government had stated plainly 
that they would give seeurity of tenure only to whole-time 
officers. 

Dr. W. L. Mute (Glasgow, Eastern) thought the Asso- 
ciation should insist on all medical officers being given 


security of tenure. 
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Mr. C.H. W. Parxinson (Bournemouth) said that this 
question had come before the Public Health Committee, 
and at the last meeting of the Committee it was-intimated 
that the Government would consent in the Housing Bill 
to give security of tenure to half-time medical officers as 
well as to whole-time officers. The Representative 
Meeting had _ on and again unanimously passed a Reso- 
lution to the effect that it was necessary, not only in the 
interests of the medical officers of health, but: also in that 
of the public, that all medical. officers of health should 
have security of tenure. There was no doubt that the 
time was coming when th~ half-time man would be swept 
away; but, until tha’ arrived, it was just as neces- 
sary, in the opinion o. Jommittee, that they should be 
protected as that the whole-time men should be protected. 

The Meeting adopted the following Resolution, proposed 
by Sir Vicror Horstey: . 


That the Representative Meeting authorize the Council to 
assent, on behalf of the Association, to such a decision of the 
question of giving security of tenure to all health officers, or to 
whole-time officers only, as would be most conducive, in the 
opinion of the Council, to the interest of the profession and 
of the public. 

Sir Victor Horstey moved Paragraphs 26 and 27, deal- 
ing with infant life protection ; and stated that Dr. Cooper, 
M.P., had introduced an Amendment into the bill to safe- 
guard Members of the Profession in performing any 
obstetrical operation. 

Dr. J. MacponaLp asked if it was not a fact that this 
Amendment had been re-amended and- spoilt. The 
Amendment introduced was that no medical man should 
be interfered with when he had to take action in the event 
of the life of a mother being in danger. The Amendment 
as it stood left it open to the midwife, or even any un- 
registered person, to do the same thing. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) thought the Meeting ought to 
take the most energetic steps to prevent the passing of the 
Amendment. He moved: 

That the Council be instructed to take steps to approach Lord 
Robert Cecil with regard to the Amendment he has agreed 
to in the Infant Life Protection Bill. 

_Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) seconded the Resolution, 
which was agreed to, and the paragraphs were approved. 

Paragraphs 28, “‘ Amendment of Indecent Advertisements 
Act”; 29, “ Proprietary Medicines”; 30 (i), “ Payment of 
Inquest Fees to Poor-law Medical Officers”; and 30 (ii), 
“ Extra Fees for Adjourned Inquests,”. were approved. 

Upon 30 (iii), ‘ Riders by Coroners’ Juries,” 

_ Sir Victor Horstey moved: 

‘ That the Council be instructed to approach the Lord Chan- 
cellor to obtain, if possible, juster and more uniform pro- 
cedure in relation to riders to verdicts by coroners’ juries. 


The. Motion was carried without discussion, and the 
paragraph was agreed to. ; 

Sir Victor Horstry then brought forward 30 (iv), 
“Coroner for South-West London.” 

Upon this, Mr. ArmiT proposed a Resolution, which, as 
revised by the Solicitor, is printed below, 

Mr. Armit said that evidence of the continued offences 
of Mr. .Troutbeck was accumulating—evidence which made 
his court absolutely absurd, which made an inquiry into 
the causes of death a farce, and which held up what 
ought to be a constitutional court to the ridicule of: the 
public. With regard to the second part of the Motion, he 
might call attention to the fact that in a certain inquest 
Mr. Troutbeck had tried to lay down the principle that a 
death following upon an operation, where the operation 
itself was the cause of death, might form the subject of an 
inquiry, and that the inquiry was to be determined by an 
ignorant coroner and an unskilled pathologist.. In the 
most skilful and tactful way Sir Victor Horsley had brought 
the matter before the public in the Times, and the Times 
had offered very friendly aid in expressing its opinion 
most strongly with regard to the matter, and in. saying 
that it approved of the tinal sentence of a letter which had 
been published by Dr. McManus to the effect that it was 
time the Lord Chancellor interfered. Not only was it the 
case that the interpretation of the. Coroners Act. by 
Mr. Troutbeck was in direct contradiction to the ordinary 
interpretation of the law respecting the certification and 
registration of deaths,. but .the position was that no 
medical man would. be able to undertake an_ operation. 
Any coroner might immediately say, “ Come along; I-am 
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oing to try you for manslaughter.” It was quite possibl 
that ‘Sir base Horsley might have been coke ted to 
trial by the coroner for manslaughter. He (the speaker) 
was going to say that it was almost a misfortune that he 
was not committed. If he had been, there would have 
been no question as to what would have happened to 
Mr. Troutbeck. ., , 

' Dr. Burst (Dundee) said that he made the suggestion 
not’ because he wanted the Resolution weakened, but 
because he thought it would strengthen it if the suggestion 
were adopted. ' 

Dr. LaFFran (Carlow) asked whether the Lord Chancellor 
had power to remove a coroner upon an application being 
made, and whether anything could be done to cheapen the 
process, as it was, he understood, a very expensive process. 

The Deputy CuarrMaN said that the cost of the applica- 
tion was the cost of the communications through the post, 
as far as he understood. 

Dr. Jonnson SmytuH (Council) supported the Resolution. 
The Branch which he represented had sent a Resolution 
to the Lord Chancellor praying him to do something to 
have the coroners’ law redrafted, with a view to putting 
the coroner into more suitable harness. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL asked whether it would be possible to 
deal with the only man in the Association who was aiding 
and abetting Mr. Troutbeck. 

Sir Victor Horstey said that the point was important— 
it had beer before the Metropolitan Counties Branch. A 
conference had been held between representatives of the 
Committee and the so-called pathologists, and they ha@ 
all thrown up the office except one. That gentleman had 
been approached, but he had so far refused to resign his 
position. It was hoped that he might yet be persuaded. 
It would be better if Dr. Fothergill would once more raise 
the question at his Branch Meeting. 

Dr. TayLor supported the proposal strongly. As far as 
he knew the opinion in Lancashire it was strongly in 
sympathy with the position of Sir Victor Horsley in the 
matter. He had a little information which might be of 
some use as showing the line which the Council might 
take in the matter. He understood that there was a bill 
before Parliament at the present time for the amendment 
of the Coroners Act. It had been brought in by a private 
Member. Dr. Cooper, M.P., had stated that it was ve 
probable that the Government would support the bill, an 
that if any point came up such as riders to coroner’s juries’ 
verdicts and so on—and the point at present before the 
Meeting might be included—it might be possible to block 
the bill. That was a point which might be kept in mind. 
He thought that some action ought to be taken by the 
Council immediately. : 

Sir Victor Horstey said that the Members were 
extremely obliged to Dr. Taylor for his suggestion. The 
matter was not really confined to the south. The attempt 
by coroners to hold inquests after operations really began 
in Huddersfield. The Association moved very promptly in 
the matter, and as it was found that the coroner’s wife 
was his assistant in checking off the death certificates of 
the practitioners in the neighbourhood, the suppression of 
that conduct was an easy task. He was sorry to say that 
the Association had no such legal lever in the present 
instance. He wished, while the Resolution was being con- 
sidered by the Solicitor, to propose another Resolution upom 
that point which had a direct bearing in connexion 
with the Troutbeck matter. It was upon a subject in 
which he had always felt a keen interest, but which had 
been crowded out by other affairs; it was as to the ques- 
tion whether the time had not arrived for the Legislature: 
to provide a proper tribunal for the consideration of special 
medico-legal cases. If a ship ran on the rocks, the re- 
sponsibility did not lie with the coroner’s jury,. but 
it lay with a court on the bench of which experts. 
sat. If that was the course followed in connexion 
with navigation and commerce, it might at least 
be done in connexion with human life. A good 
many years:ago he had spoken’to the present Lord 
Collins upon the question, and quoted the instance of the- 
German Court of Investigation into Accidents, and Lord 
Collins replied that the Judicature Acts did provide a. 
tribunal of experts in: cases of dispute in civil actions; 
that the tribunal, according to the Judicature Act, con-, 
sisted of medical assessors chosen one by each of the 
contending parties, with a Judge of the High Court as. 
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Chairman. ‘That was the sort of Court, he submitted, the 
Association ought to ask for to try special medico-legal 
cases. The Medico-Political Committee had had referred 
to it the. question of deaths from anaesthetics, which 
really raised the precise point he had tried to lay before 
the Meeting. The investigation of the real cause of a 
death under chloroform was perhaps the most difficult 
problem that could be presented to a medical gathering— 
how much more so it was for a coroner’s jury! He 
moved : 

That this Meeting cordially approves and endorses the action 
already commenced by the Medico-Political Committee 
with the view of establishing a high court tribunal, pro- 
perly constituted with medical assessors, to which cases 
involving special medico-legal questions may be removed 
from coroners’ and lower courts for hearing and 
investigation. 

Mr. G. Westpy (Liverpool, Southern) seconded, and the 

“Motion was carried. 

Paragraph iv of Section 30, “Coroner for South-West 
London,” and Section 31, “Fees of Medical Witnesses,” 
were then agreed. 

The Soxicrror then read the following Resolution with 
wegard to Mr. Troutbeck : 


That this Representative Meeting of the British Medical 
Association reaftirms its previous condemnation of the 
methods of Mr. Troutbeck, the Coroner for South-West 
London, in conducting his ofticial inquiries into causes of 
death. Further, the Representative Meeting is of opinion 
that the recent interpretation by Mr. Troutbeck of the 
Coroners Act is contrary to the principle and safeguards 
provided in the statutes for the registration of deaths by 
registered practitioners, and will cause the gravest public 
injury. 

‘The Representative Meeting therefore approves the action of 
the President and Council in pressing upon the Lord 
Chancellor the urgent necessity of taking immediate steps 
to prevent the occurrence of erroneous findings and mis- 
carriages of justice to which the Representative Meeting 
is of opinion Mr. Troutbeck’s conduct as His Majesty’s 
coroner conduces, and thereby avoid a public scandal and 
danger. 

Mr. BALLANcE put the Motion to the Meeting, and it was 

carried nem. con. 

It was agreed that the remaining business should be 

referred to the next day, upon which the Meeting 
adjourned. 


TUESDAY, JULY 28ru, 1908. 
J. A. Macponautp, M.D., in the Chair. 


CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES. 
THE minutes of the proceedings of the previous day were 
read, amended, confirmed, and signed by the Chairman. 


Reports oF THE MeEpico-PouiticAL CoMMITTEE. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatp then vacated the chair, and Mr. 
H. A. Batuance (Deputy Chairman) took his place. 

Dr. MacponaLD moved Paragraph 32 of the Medico- 
Political Committee’s Report on Medical Inspection of 
School Children. 

Dr. Joun Burarr (Leigh and Wigan) said he had been 
asked by his Division to move an Amendment to the 
Report of the Committee on the Medical Inspection of 
School Children on the question of remuneration. He 
moved: 

That in small educational areas which do not need a whole- 
time seen, ne where several men are appointed in 
one educational district as Medical Inspectors of School 
Children, the remuneration shall be at a uniform rate of 
.2s. 6d. per child examined, or a minimum salary of £50 per 
‘annum for one examination per week, the duration of such 
examination to be a half school day (two hours). 

That this rate should be uniform throughout the country. 

Dr. Brown (Bury and Rochdale) thought it would be 
etter to divide the Motion into two parts. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) 
supported the views of Dr. Brown because the terms of the 
Resolution did not tally. It had been found that the average 
price worked out to 1s. a head for examination, and that 1s. a 
head worked out to something more than Dr. Blair wanted 
‘to pay in the school session week. The second part of the 
Resolution might be agreed to, but not the first part. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatpb, in answer to Mr. Nasu, said that 
the Meeting had already carried the principle of the second 
bart of the Amendment. 





Dr. Buarr said it had been found from experience that 
one child could not be examined under a quarter of an hour, 
and therefore two school hours meant eight examinations, 
and that was equivalent to £1. But that would only 
work out to £40 a year, because there were only forty 
educational weeks in a year. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu pointed out that experience of school 
inspection in large towns, particularly J.ondon and Brad- 
or was that eight to ten examinations per hour could be 

one. 

- Sir Victor Horstey wished to ask Dr. Blair whether he 
would not feel inclined to withdraw his Amendment, or to 
put it as a matter of principle. They were informed by 
Mr. Tennant, who carried the original clause in the House 
of Commons, that it would be most inadvisable to accept 
the principle of so much a head, as it would put the 
education authority in a difficulty. He was very glad that 
the Chairman had ruled as to the second part of the 
Amendment, because that was a point which had been 
thoroughly dealt with before by the Committee. 

Dr. Buatr asked what was Sir Victor Horsley’s sug- 
gestion. 

Sir Victor Horstey replied that his suggestion was to 
the effect that Dr. Blair should withdraw the Amendment ; 
and then deal with the question of payment per head on 
the ground of principle. 

Dr. Buarr said that he represented two Divisions, in one 
of which (Wigan) a whole-time man was going to be 
appointed; but not in the other Division (Leigh). It was 
therefore desirable to recognize either of those two 
methods. They would be perfectly satisfied with a 
minimum of £50 per annum, if that minimum was to be 
uniform. At present it was not uniform. For instance, 
at Hertford five men had been appointed at 1s. per exami- 
nation. At Widnes it was proposed to pay £25 a year. 
His Divisions would be perfectly satisfied if this Meeting 
gave it as its fiat that £50 a year was to be the minimum. 

The Deruty CHarrMan pointed out that the latter part 
of the Resolution was unnecessary, the principle having 
been already approved. They had been advised that the 
principle of payment by the head might create difficulties, 
and he would put it to Dr. Blair whether he wished to go 
on with the Resolution, or whether he would withdraw it. 

Dr. Buarr said he would withdraw it. 

Dr. ForHERGILL questioned, as a point of order, whether 
the Resolution could be withdrawn without the permission 
of the Meeting. 

The Deputy Cuarrman said he did not want to burke 
this question if the Meeting wished to discuss it. When 
Dr. Blair said he withdrew, he heard nothing against that 
proposal from the Meeting. ae 

Sir Vicror Horsey suggested that if it was wished that 
discussion should take place, Dr. Blair should propose a 
new Resolution to this effect—that this Meeting approves 
(or disapproves) of the system of payment per head; but 
where such a system is adopted the payment should not 
be less than 2s. 6d. Such a Resolution would admit of 
discussion. 

Dr. Buarr said he was quite prepared to accept that. 

Dr. McNippEr (East York and North Lincoln) thought 
the system of payment by the head inadvisable for the 
simple reason that the amount of examination might vary 
in different schools and in different areas. In one area 
the schoolmaster might carry out the weighing and 
measuring of the children—a Very necessary part of the 
examination—and in other areas that might be done by the 
medical examiner. In one district they might have the 
ears and eyes tested, while in another the eyes and ears 
might be left out of the schedule which it was necessary 
to fill up. With regard to paying remuneration per annum 
the circumstances might also vary. x 

The Deputy Cuatrman thought that Dr. McNidder need 
not go into that. eee ; 

Dr. McNiwper added that in some districts they might 
have 40 and in another only 20 to examine. : : 

Mr. C. E. S. Fiemuine (Bath and Bristol) said that it 
was most important whether or not it was thought advis- 
able to adopt the system of paying so much a head; that 
the Meeting should give some formal expression upon the 
point of what amount was necessary where such a 
system was adopted, because already a great many local 
authorities had adopted the system of paying so much 
a head. 
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THE ADJOURNMENT. 

At this point Sir Vicror Horsiey (Marylebone) moved 
and Dr. GoopaLL (City, Metropolitan) seconded that 
the Representative Meeting should not adjourn for the 
purpose of attending the church service. 

After a short discussion a show of hands was taken, and 
the Motion was carried by 50 to 45. 

Dr. Foruercitt (Wandsworth) moved the suspension of 
Standing Order No. 3, which provided that no Representa- 
tive should leave the Meeting without permission obtained 
personally from the Chairman at the time of leaving. 

The motion was seconded by Dr. JoHnson SmytTuH 
(Dorset and West Hants, West Somerset) and carried. 

The CuHarrmMan then gave permission to those who 
wished to attend the church service to leave the Meeting, 
and many of the Representatives left the room. 

Dr. Pore drew attention to the fact that there was not a 
quorum present. 

Sir Victor Horstey desired to move the suspension of 
the Standing Orders relating to a quorum. 

The Cuarrman said the question of a quorum was deter- 
mined by the By-laws and not the Standing Orders. There 
was not a quorum present; therefore the Meeting stood 
adjourned. 


On resuming, 

“Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) moved to 
omit the words, “ But that where such system is adopted 
the — should not be less than 2s. ba.” 

Dr. Pore seconded, and inquired whether it would be 
a Resolution of the Association or would go back to the 
Committee. In most large centres there yv-as a special 
medical man who was made a sort of slave to look after 
the children, but it was difficult to see how a general 
practitioner could take such work at less per head. For 
many years he had examined the children at Leicester 
Board Schools in special cases at an amount per head. 
The result was the officials of the Board took care that as 
few cases as possible were put forward so that the budget 
might look better—that was the tendency. While agree- 
ing that the payment per head was not a good plan, he 
saw a difficulty if it was dealt with in any other way, 
because Boards would be induced to take whole-time men 
at very poor salaries, and the work would not be done so 


‘well as he man who knew the locality and the circum- 


stances. That led up to the conclusion that the matter 
required further consideration. He thought a Motion to 
send the clause back to the Commitiee would be better 
than the Amendment, and if the Amendment were not 
earried he should propose such a Resolution. 

Mr. Nasu, speaking to his Amendment, said the method 
had been working very satisfactorily in London, and the 
only difficulty was in the country. He thought that on 
the whole the suggestion that the rate of payment for part- 
time officers should be on the basis of £50 per annum per 
school session, the school session to be reckoned as two 
hours, was the fairest and most satisfactory way of dealing 
with the matter. The work was not so well done where 
there was payment per head as it was under the system 
which obtained in London. 
ig Amendment was then put to the Meeting and 
ost. 

Sir Victor Horstey thought it would be better that 
the matter should be sent to the Divisions. If that were 
done the views of the Divisions as to the prices paid in 
different parts of the country would at least be obtained. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatp said that he was willing on behalf 
of the Committee to accept the suggestion that the matter 
be transmitted to the Divisions. 

Mr. Srraton (Salisbury) said that if the matter was sent 
to the Divisions something ought to be said about the fee 
varying according to the distance or according to the 
accessibility of the schools. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland) asked whether the matter had 
not already been discussed by a great many of the 
Divisions. 

The Deputy CuHarrman stated that he was informed 
that the Divisions had had the question of payment per 
head before them for some months, that some had 
given the matter their. consideration, and that a certain 
number of replies had been received by the head office. 
The. Chairman of the Committee considered that the sub- 
ject really needed more consideration by the Divisions. 





Mr. Ferevson (Burnley) moved : 


That the engagement of medical inspectors of schools under 
the disguise of assistants to the medical officers of health’ 
‘should be prevented unless a sufficient remuneration. be: 
given. 

The matter was rather a burning question in his Division: 
and in one or two Divisions near. In Lancashire and some: 
of the other manufacturing districts the local authorities 
had been taking advantage of the fact that an assistant 
to the medical officer of health could be got at, 
a very small remuneration. In his Division in the. 
previous week the educational authority agreed. 
to give the medical officer of health an assistant to. 
do the work of the medical inspection of schools at: 
the remuneration of £150 per annum. The medical. 
officer of health advised the Committee that there would 
be no dearth of applicants, and that the fact of 
the assistant being assistant to the medical offieer of 
health would be an inducement for candidates to come 
forward, no matter what the salary might be, because: 
six months with a medical officer of health was. 
necessary for the diploma of Public Health. In an. 
adjoining Division the medical officer of health, who was. 
a Member of the Representative Body representing the 
Blackburn Division, had appointed an Assistant to do 
the work of medical inspection at £150 a year, and the 
Division had taken no action in the matter. His Division 
had protested to the Town Council against such a scheme, 
and had said that if the authorities persisted in their 
action it would do all it could to prevent candidates from 
applying for the office. He hoped that the Division would 
be upheld by the Association. If the authorities managed 
to get these assistants to the medical officers of health the: 
Association would be dished. He thought the authorities. 
ought to be prevented from advertising such a position. 

Mr. Jackson (Plymouth) seconded the Motion. 

Dr. GREENWoop (Blackburn) said that as his name had 
been mentioned by the last speaker in connexion with the: 
appointment of an assistant to himself at Blackburn in 
connexion with school work at the low salary of £150 per 
annum, he might be allowed to inform the Meeting that. 
Mr. Ferguson had spoken without any knowledge what- 
ever of the facts. He‘ (the speaker) had advised the 
Committee to appoint an assistant to himself at a. 
salary of £250 per annum to begin with, but there 
was absolutely no chance of getting that advice carried 
out, and he then asked the Committee that the salary 
should be £200 per annum, but there was no chance of 
that. It was ramming one’s head against a stone wall. 
All that he could do was to get an assistant at £150 per 
annum. He had a promise from the Chairman of the 
Committee that the salary would be increased to £200 
within a few months. In fairness to himself he must say 
that he had done everything he could do, and he strongly 
resented Mr. Ferguson’s remarks when it was inferred. 
that the matter had been carried out with the speaker's. 
approval. It had not. The salary was scandalously low 
for any medical man. 

Dr. J. S. Hotpen (West Suffolk) asked Mr. Ferguson 
whether there was a salary as assistant medical officer of 
health apart from inspector of schools. 

Mr. Fereuson said that there was not. 

Dr. Mactean (Cardiff) said that the Meeting should be- 
reminded of the fact that the matter was more than a. 
local question, because the co-ordination of the work of 
school medical officers with public health work was prac- 
tically due to a Memorandum issued to local authorities: 
by the Board of Education, and therefore a local protest. 
would hardly go far enough; the protest must come from 
head quarters. 

Dr. Topp said that the question was one with which 
they had had a great deal of trouble in the Sunderland 
Division. The local authority offered £100 per annum, 
with the right to private practice. The local authority 
had received a deputation, which had pointed out 
the absurdity of the thing, and had stated that 
they would advise candidates not to apply for the 
appointment. An advertisement had been put into the 
local papers, but his Division had put a contrary adver- 
tisement alongside. There were five applications alto- 
gether. He interviewed personally those whom he was 
able to interview, and those he could not see personally he 
wrote to. The result was that the local authority was left 
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‘without any applications whatever. The Division had had 
five largely-attended meetings upon the matter, and the 
unanimous conclusion was that if the local authorities 
wanted to appoint a whole-time man they must give him 
at least £400 a year to do the work. The matter at the 
present time was under the consideration of the local 
authority, and he thought, from what he had heard from 
the Chairman, that some satisfactory arrangement would 
‘be come to. If medical men would only stick together in 
the matter they could beat local authorities. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Snaffolk) 
said that he had seen a notice to the effect that the 
Corporation of Blackburn was asking for an assistant 
officer of health to give his services for nothing. 

Dr. W. Opett (Torquay) said that in Torquay an 
ipepestor of schools had been appointed at a salary of 

a year. The medical officer of health was also 
‘permitted to carry on private practice; but the gentleman 
-who had taken the post was a man who had retired from 
practice, and took it merely to fill up his time. If it was 
agreeable to the Meeting, he would like to read the 
instructions from his Division as to the way in which the 
work should be done with regard to the children. 

The Deputy CuarrMan pointed out that what Dr. Odell 
proposed to read related to treatment, and the Meeting was 
considering inspection only. 

Dr. J. A. Macponaup said that several advertisements 
had come into the central offices for insertion in the 
JoURNAL ; and, the idea being that an assistant inspector 
should have at least £250 a year, the Journat had refused 
those advertisements. An assistant medical officer had 
before him some prospects, but an assistant inspector of 
school children had none. He thought an effort should be 
made to prevent their young men from taking such posts, 
as they led to nothing ; they would be only wasting two or 
three years by taking them. They should tell their young 
men that such posts were not worth having. 

Dr. F. J. H. Courts (Blackpool and Isle of Man) thought 
the Resolution was rather vague, as it did not lay down any 
‘specified sum. The corporations and others interested 
should know the views of the Association as to what 
salary it thought sufficient for a whole-time appointment 
and for a half-time appointment. As the Chairman of 
the Committee had pointed out, the assistant medical 
officer had a prospect before him, but the assistant 
inspector of schools had none. Experienced men could 
net be got for such appointments, as the work was too 
monotonous. 

The Deputy CaarrMaAN announced that Dr. Macdonald 
would like to add to the Resolution: 

That it bean instruction to the Council to give effect to this 

Resolution. 

Dr. Pore said the Association had always preferred that 
the professional man should be paid by results, and he 
thought it would be fatal if the Resolutions to that effect 
were not passed. There were a great many too many 
parasites on public bodies, and it was not a good thing for 
the profession, nor a good thing for the men who held 
such posts. 

The Deputy CHarrMan pointed out that this was nota 
question of how much remuneration was to be paid; the 
Resolution put it broadly that sufficient remuneration was 
to be given. 

Sir Victor Horstey pointed out that the Committee had 
dealt with this matter already; and, if Members would 
read the Report of the Committee on that subject, they 
would find it had been before the Divisions for some time. 

The Resolution was then agreed to. 

_ The Deputy CxarrMan said he had received the follow- 
img Resolution from Mr. F. P. Bassett (St. Helens and 
Warrington) : 

That-in those cases where the medical officer of health has to 
perform the additional duties of medical inspector of school 
children he should receive increased remuneration. 

He thought the Resolution would commend itself to the 
Meeting without discussion. 

Sir Vicror Horstey supposed that the Resolution 
applied only to half-time men. If the whole-time medical 
officer was now going to have new duties thrust upon him, 
he must give up part of the work he was doing. He would 
have no time to do the additional work, and either 
ordinary public work or that of the examination of school 
children would be neglected. There were good reasons 





that the school work should not-be neglected. He moved 
that the foregoing Resolution should only apply to half- 
time medical officers. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) said it was quite 
obvious that when a man was appointed at a salary he 
was expected to do a fair day’s work for a fair day’s pay, 
and he thought it would be unreasonable to ask corpora- 
tions to pay a man more for his day’s work because a 
second man happened to be called in. Their principle 
should be that they should give a fair day’s work for a 
fair day’s pay, and to ask for increased remuneration 
where a second man was employed he thought would be a 
mistake on their part. 

Mr. Larkin knew of one case, at any rate, in which a 
medical officer who had undertaken the duties connected 
with the inspection of schools had had an increased salary: 
for doing so. In what would otherwise have been his 
leisure time he had performed the duty of the inspection 
of schools. 

Dr. GARNER (Preston) said the Medical Officer .of Health 
for Wigan was asked to take over the medical inspection 
of school children at an increased salary of £150 or £250 a 
year. He was not well. He was afraid that his health 
might break down under the strain, and he wrote to the 
Town Clerk that having accepted the double post he was 
unable to keep up his inspection of school children. 

Mr. T. Fort (Oldham) seconded the addendum, and it 
was carried with one dissentient. 

It was then resolved that Paragraph 32 of the Report be 
approved. 

Dr. MacponaLp moved Paragraph 33, “ Treatment of 
Children.” 

Sir Victor Horstey said that with regard to this 
subject of the treatment of children found to be defective 
by the medical inspector, there was, judging from the 
Resolutions that had come in from the Divisions, an 
extraordinary non-appreciation of the import of this sub- 
ject on the one hand, and at the same time en uncalled- 
for fear as regards the action which might be taken by 
the local education authorities. His justification for 
dwelling on this point was that he was appointed by the 
Medico- Political Committee Chairman of the Subcommittee 
on the Medical Inspection of School Children, and he 
had also been nominated by the Council to represent 
the Association on an important Committee of the 
London County Council which was now sitting on this 
question. The condition of things in London, as in other 
urban centres, was, of course, different from that in the 
country, and, therefore, he hoped that in the discussion 
Members would keep those two things quite apart. He did 
not intend to expend any time in discussing conditions in 
the country, because they were so special that they would 
be dealt with by the medical school officer no doubt in con- 
sultation with his colleagues in the district. In urban 
populations the case was very different. Some Divisions 
had passed resolutions to the effect that they would 
take no part in the treatment of children. Others had 
actually suggested that the children should be sent to 
hospitals, and in the city of Sheffield itself the matter 
arose with such acuteness that it was referred directly to 
the Medico-Political Committee. The position was really 
simple. There were three classes of children attending 
elementary schools: those whose parents were obviously 
able to pay for them, and those who were so poor that 
they were already under the Poor Law, and between the 
two were a certain number of children whose social con- 
dition was indefinable. It was the medical condition of 
those children, after they had been declared by_ the 
inspector to be unfit to attend school or to require medical 
treatment, which had to be considered. The Report of 
the Subcommittee, which was adopted by the Medico- 
Political Committee, was before the Meeting. The matter 
was extremely urgent, and yet its urgency only arose some 
two or three months ago, when local education authorities 
began to move in the direction indicated by Mr. 
McKenna of treating children returned as defective by 
the inspectors. In Sheffield it was a question whether 
the children should be sent to hospitals or whether 
the municipality should provide children’s hospitals. 
The Medico-Political Committee had reported that, 
as regarded a child found to be defective, it should be 
referred first to its parent with a view to ascertaining 
whether the parent could provide a practitioner for the 
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child’s treatment. In the event of the parent not being 
able to pay, and in the event of the child not being under 
the Poor Law: then treatment should be undertaken for 
the local authority by either the whole-time or part-time 
officials. -In this way a t deal of work which was 
now put upon the hospitals, constituting a part of hos- 
pital abuse, should be kept in its proper place—namely, 
under properly paid officers of the medical profession. 
That was the whole position as embodied in this 
Report. There were various subordinate points: school 
clinics, for instance. It was clear that in a large urban 
population it would be better and more convenient both to 
medical officers who took these cases, whether whole- 
time or half-time, to have these children brought into 
the surgery for treatment, and that was all that 
was meant by school clinics. The system of school 
clinics would probably be adopted by educational 
urban authorities as a means of medical inspection. A 
child, for instance, would be sent to the clinic to have the 
refraction carefully estimated. He thought that the 


‘Resolution was sufficiently explained by the Supplementary 


Report. It was a matter of vital importance to the pro- 
fession that a great deal of work which de facto belonged 
to the profession should not be got rid of by being sent off 
to nospitals. 

The Deputy CHatrMaN said a Resolution had been sent 
up by Dr. Kirby to the following effect : 


That-the question of treatment of these children should not 
be considered by this Meeting at all. 


In Dr. Kirby’s absence the Deputy Chairman understood 
Dr. Fothergill was prepared to move the Resolution, but 
the subject being of such great importance, he appealed 
to him to withdraw the Resolution. 

Dr. Fotuercitt thought a discussion on the matter 
would be very useful, but deprecated coming to any 
definite decision. 

The Deputy CuHarrMan explained that any Resolution 
come to at the Meeting would not be considered a decision 
of tne Association in the phraseology of the regulations, 
but a discussion would be valuable to every one and it 
would be an index of the feeling of the Representative 
Meeting.: 

Dr. FoTHERGILL, speaking on Dr. Kirby’s Resolution, 
said it must be recognized that when the State provided 
free education for children the owners of small schools 
had to accept the position. Sooner or later the State 
would say every child was entitled to free medical 
attendance, whether medical practitioners liked it or not. 
The position the profession should take up was that its 
Members should be willing to help the development of 
childhood, but should insist upon adequate payment for 
the work. That would be better than dividing children 
into three classes as Sir Victor Horsley advocated. 

Sir Victor Horstey interposed to observe that he had 
simply endeavoured to convey to the Meeting what the 

ragraph in question referred’ to, and what was the 
substance of the report supplied by the Committee. ‘ 

Dr. FoTHeRGILL said the position he took up was that 
the children should be attended ipso facto without refer- 
ence to their parents’ means, and that the State should 
bear the whole cost. It would be useless to refer 
to the parent, and to prosecute where the parent refused 
to allow medical treatment, because that would be met by 
passive resistance, and if passive resistance developed 
pres would get no development in the health of the 
children. The position Members of the Medical Profession 
should take up was insisting upon adequate payment for 
work done. No doubt, as the Report suggested, school 
clinics should be developed, but he strongly dissented from 
the suggestion that some would go to the hospital. He 
was glad to take up Dr. Kirby’s Resolution, so that the 
matter could be discussed and go before the Divisions and 
be seers a? dealt with. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp said that he hoped the Association 
would resist to the last the scheme that all the treatment 
was going to be’ undertaken by the State. A hopeless 
state of affairs would be entered into if everything was 
going to be done for the people; all sense of responsibility 
of the parents would be taken away, and everything would 
be reduced to one dead level. There were certain classes 
of people who would come under the Poor Law. The 
State had provided for them, But the people who could 





afford to pay for the treatment of their children ought to 
be compelled to pay. 

After a short discussion the Motion, proposed by Dr. 
FoTHERGILL, was seconded by Mr. ParkINson, in order te. 
save the time of the Meeting. 

After a further short discussion it was moved, seconded,,. 
and agreed to “ That the question be now put.” 

The Motion in the following altered form was then put: 
and lost: 

That the question be not determined by this Representative: 

Meeting, as there has been no adequate opportunity to 
gather the opinion of the Divisions on so important and 
far-reaching a subject. 

Dr. Maciean (Cardiff) wished to emphasize the point 
that any undue delay in the matter might cause con- 
siderable inconvenience in various parts of the country; 
The Representatives should be in possession of the sense 
of the discussion at the present Meeting when they went 
back to their Divisions. In Cardiff two medical officers 
had been appointed at a salary of £250, and already school 
centres had been established. The medical officers asked 
school children to come up to those school centres for 
further examination in particular cases, and it was already 
proposed that where the condition of the children was 
found to be such as to require a second opinion the cases. 
should be referred to specialists.. As to the subsequent 
history of the defectives, in connexion with a list of 
201 the medical officers of health visited the particular 
cases to find out what had become of them. It was found 
that 99 went nowhere, 28 went to the infirmary, 40 went 
to their own doctors, and 10 went to chemists. 

Dr. Pore (Leicester and Rutland) moved: 


That this Meeting of the British Medical Association, while 
approving of medical inspection of school children, is 
strongly opposed to any system of treatment (whether pro- 
vided from the rates or from the Imperial Exchequer) of 
those children who may be found defective, and urges the 
Council to take such steps as would be likely to prevent such 
a system being adopted. 


His Division felt very strongly that it was not desirable to 
go so far into practical socialism as to provide all schoo> 
children with free medical attendance. 

Mr. Srraton (Salisbury) said that every child under 
the present law was entitled to medical attendance, and 
that his parent was bound by the common law to provide 
it. If the parent was not able to provide it the State 
provided it, but that was nothing to-do with medical men. 
at the present moment. They had merely to say that the 
child was defective in certain — which prevented it 
from getting the advantage which it could other: 
wise get from the schools provided by the State, 
and the parent was directed to see that the child 
was treated. It had been said that the child would not be 
treated unless it was treated by the State, but that did not 
at all follow. The State had done its duty when it had 
pointed out the fact that the child required treatment. 
The State had already provided under the Poor Law for 
the case of a child whose parents were too poor to have 
the child treated in any other way. Those who were 
perfectly well able to pay ought to pay the general 
practitioner. 

Mr. Jackson (Plymouth) said that his Division had 
discussed the matter, and he had been requested to brin 
it forward. He had had some experience, and coul 
confirm the statement that had been made that the great 
bulk of children did not get treatment at all. About 
10 per cent were treated. Unless pressure could be put 
upon the parents in some way, as by prosecuting them, if 
the children were not attended to, it was very difficult 
to see how, unless it was made easy for them by 
means of school clinics, the thing could be carried out. 
He did not go so far as to say that all children should be 
treated, but he considered that a very considerable portion 
should be treated in order that they might gain the best 
result from the education given to them. It was cruel to 
punish children in the way in which they were punished 
at present for not doing their work, and so on, when the 
cause was simply physical defects. It was not fair to the 
children. But there was no reason why the children 
should not: be sifted. ‘The school authorities would be 
able to say whether a case was suitable for treatment. 
In Germany, which was in advance of this country in 
many matters, the system was to have part-time men. 
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His Division thought that the treatment should not be 
given _ by hospitals, but that school clinics should be 
established, and that the appointments should be open to 
all practitioners of the district who chose to apply, and 
that they should be part-time men. 

Dr. StanteY Git (Southport) asked whether a letter on 
the subject had not already been written by the Medico- 
Political Committee to the various Divisions. 

The Deputy Cuarrman replied in the affirmative. 

Dr. StTantey Git said that his Division, acting upon 
that letter, had authorized him to come to the Meeting 
and say that they had resolved that school children found 
defective should be referred for treatment to private 
practitioners, or in special circumstances for hospital 
treatment. 

Mr. F. C. Larxry hoped that, whatever range the dis- 
cussion might take, the Meeting would come to some con- 
clusion which would serve as a guide to Members. At 
present they felt they were drifting—he knew they were 
in Liverpool—into a laissez faire attitude; which, to his 
mind, was very detrimental to the profession. The Town 
Council were working actively in the matter, and were 
supplying all defective children with cards which enabled 
them to get treatment at the hospital. Liverpool would 
be glad to have some guidance from this Meeting as to 
what position should be taken up in dealing with defective 
children. His own feeling was entirely with Dr. Fothergill. 
If school clinics were established all children would go 
to them. He did not think it was any use to say that 
certain children must go back to their parents. What 
would happen would be that they would go along the line 
of least resistance, and the children would go to the clinics 
because they were convenient. As to the children of the 
better class being sent by a circuitous route to their private 
doctor, he himself did not believe that it would ever be 
practicable to solve the question in that way. In the end 
they would all go to the clinics. He asked the Meeting to 
look thoroughly at what was going to happen, and not to 
lay down conditions which might be ideal. What would 
happen would be this: that, while the medical frofession 
was talking philosophically, the town councils would 
arrange with hospitals to do £100 worth of work for £20, 

Dr. F. J. McCann (Westminster) thought the matter 
should be considered not merely from the medical point of 
view, or the point of view of the individual child, but from 
the point of view of the nation and the community. 
Children, under special circumstances, required treatment 
in hospital, and parents who could pay for their children 
should employ their own medical adviser; but, for the bulk 
of the children, the institution of school clinics attended by 
half-time officials was the best course; treatment must 
follow inspection. 

Mr. Nas supported Dr. McCann's view, and also what 
the Chairman of the Representative Meeting had said. 
It was no good stopping to watch the rising tide until they 
found it flowing about their feet, and throwing small 
pebbles into it in the shape of resolutions. He did not 
think the general practitioner was going to lose so much 
as he thonght, having regard to the class of cases that 
came under this heading. Statistics showed that 40 per 
cent. of the cases got no treatment whatever, and, from the 
point of view of the State, that 40 per cent. must be seen to. 
The class of cases which the general practitioner got for 
treatment were principally ringworm and eye cases, and 
those would be far better treated in the clinics. Take the 
case of ringworm alone: in France it was such an im- 
portant subject that special schools had been established. 
The number of cases referred to the general practitioner 
would be small; he thought the profession was safe- 
—-? -” ¥ : would be a great injustice to them- 

and to the Association to o icy whi 
messy: Pasa ppose the policy which 

Mr. G. Bate (Ealing) said that a special meeting of his 
own Division had been held on the question whether it 
would not be possible, as the Poor-law Commission 
was sitting, to suggest that the Poor Law should be re- 
organized so as to deal with cases falling in the 
intermediate class,. especially in rural districts. An 
organization already existed, for the relieving officer could 
investigate and find out whether the parents were able 
to pay, and, if necessary, that system might be extended 
so that the Poor Law might supply the special 
clinics. He agreed with the Chairman that there 


‘es - 





was responsibility upon the parents and upon those who 
were taxpayers as well as upon medical men; and he’ 
thought that if school clinics were to be started 
in addition to the administration of the Poor Law there 
must be overlapping. When the matter went to the’ 
Divisions the question should be investigated whether: it 
would be possible for all the necessary treatment to te 
effected under the organization of the Poor Lawe a 

Dr. W. Ovett (Torquay) said the instructions he had 
from his Division were that cases of ordinary defects 
should be attended by their own medical man, and that’ 
recourse to the Poor-law organization should only be had 
when necessary. Long before the medical inspection of 


schools took place, the schools in his own Division 


employed a surgeon to look after the eyesight of the 

children. : 
It was then moved and seconded that the question te 

now put. —- -—; rl 
The Deputy Caatrman then put the Motion : 


That Paragraph 33of the Report, together with the Special 
Report bearing on the treatment of school clinics, be referred 
to the Medico-Political Committee for further consideration 
and further report to the Divisions, 


He said that, without the Meeting expressing any approval 
of it, the matter would go before the Divisions. 
The Resolution was carried nem. con. ‘ 
Sir Victor Horsey said that unless the Meeting con= 
veyed some definite opinion as to what was to be done 
with the Resolutions, it was not fair to throw them at the 
Committee’s head. There should be power conferred upon 
the Committee to report upon the Resolutions. 
The Deputy CHatRMAN said it was amply provided in 
the Resolution that the Committee should consider all the 
Resolutions and report further. In answer to a question, 
he explained that the Resolutions going to the Committee 
were those from the Leicestershire, Westminster, South- 
port, Burnley, and Walthamstow Divisions. 
The Resolution was then put, and carried with one 
dissentient. ‘ 
The following Resolution, moved by. Mr. J. M. Fercusoy 
(Burnley), was carried : P i 
That the matters referred to the Medico-Political Committee 
in the Resolution regarding medical inspection and treat- 
ment of school children be considered urgent and that the 
Divisions be communicated with upon this subject as soon 
as possible, 
Dr. J. A. MacponaLp. moved the adoption of Paragraph 
34, * Life Insurance.” 
Dr. Burst (Dundee) moved : 
1. That no medical certificate representing in general. terms 
that a person has good health shall be given without a full 
examination. 
2. That a medical certificate based on partial examination 
should report the extent of the examination. : 
3. That for a full medical examination the minimum fee 
should be one guinea. 


Dr. Butst said that if the Chairman of the Committee 
was willing to accept the Resolutions for consideration he 
would withdraw them. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatp accepted the Resolutions for the 
consideration of the Committee. 

Mr. G. Jackson (Plymouth) moved : 


That in the event of the person proposing to be assured living 
more than one mile from the examiner’s residence a mileage 
fee, minimum Is., be paid. 


He asked that the Resolution should be referred to the 
Committee, which was agreed to. 

The paragraph of the Report was then approved. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp moved the adoption of Paragraph 
35, “ Midwives Act.” 

Dr. FoTHERGILL brought up the three Resolutions of 
which the Wandsworth Division had given notice, the first 
was: 

That it is the opinion of the Representative Body of the 
British Medical Association that no arrangements for 
obtaining the skilled assistance of the medical profession 
for midwives in an emergency or otherwise will prove satis- 
factory until, in the interests of humanity, it is made com- 

ulsory on the Local Supervising Authorities or Boards of 
seam oes to guarantee payments to all Members of the 
profession for such assistance on a definite scale of fees, 
with power to recover the same subsequently, in whole or in 
part, from those — on whose behalf the payments have 
been made, should their financia] position warrant it. 
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“He said that. under the circular of February last the 
guardians were empowered, if satisfied, to offer payment 
to. medical men called in in an emergency, in accordance 
with the provisions of the Midwives Act, according to a 
definite scale, but.in cases of urgency there was no time 
to wait until:the guardians were satisfied. The principle 
he advocated. was.that there should be no question as to 
payment of,the medical man; the matter should be based 
on the dictates of humanity, and medical men should know 
that if es Se called they would get a certain fee. The 
question whether the patient should ultimately pay should 
net concern the medical man, but should be a matter of 
negotiation between the party paying the medical man and 
the patient. 

Mr. Armit, as Chairman of the Subcommittee dealing 
with this matter, suggested to Dr. Fothergill that the 
three motions from his Division should be referred 
through the Council to the Midwives Subcommittee. 
It would be much wiser and safer to allow the Com- 
mittee to complete its work before the Representative 
rn finally committed itself on any matter of 
principle. 

Dr. ForHErerit declined to accept the suggestion, as he 
thought the Meeting shéuld be in a position to decide the 
matter. 

Mr. Warp Covustns (Portsmouth) said that there was not 
one single district which he was aware of where the 
Midwives Act was working in any sense satisfactorily. 
Semething needed to be done if the Act was to be made 
efficient. He had been specially asked to mention to the 
British Medical Association the fact that strong efforts 
were being put forth, and that pressure would be 
beought to bear to obtain an amendment of the Act. 

‘The Deputy CHarrman said that the first part of the 
Resolution referred to the question of making it com- 
pulsory upon Boards of Guardians to pay fees to medical 
men called in for the assistance of midwives, and the 
last three or four lines referred to the question of the 
power of recovery from the patients what fees were 
payable. The last was quite a different question, and it 
might be said that it had nothing very much to do with 
the Meeting. 

Dr. ForHereiy said that if the Meeting wished, the 
Resolution might stop at the word “fees.” 

* The Meeting allowed Dr. Fothergill to omit the words. 

Dr. Taytor (Salford) would support the Motion if 
brought into line with the Recommendation of the Central 
Midwives Board, as it was most important not only that 
action taken should be prompt but that there should be 
soonenity between the Association and the Midwives 
Board. He had it on good authority that the Central 
Midwives Board was recommending that Boards of 
Guardians should have nothing to do with the matter. 
When the Local Government Board sent out the circular 
last July, practically no notice was taken of it. In 
February last the Privy Council tried to jog the memories 
of the Boards of Guardians, but the attempt had very 
latile effect. He did not think that there were a dozen 
Boards of Guardians who had taken any notice of 

matter, and they had. all made a muddle of it. 

he proper authority to deal with the matter was the local 
Midwives Supervising Committee. Without any amend- 
ment of the Act at all the Committees could take power to 
pay the fees. He suggested that Dr. Fothergill should 
eave out the words “or Boards of Guardians.” The 

Central Midwives Board, he understood. were recom- 

mending that medical men at convenient positions in the 

towns should be chosen to do the work. He would go so 

far as to agree with the recommendation although he did 

not personally think that it was ideal. He should-prefer 

to give every medical man the opportunity of attending 

& Case. 

- Dr. Fornereit accepted Dr. Taylor’s suggestion. 

It was then -moved, seconded, and agreed that the 
question be now put. 

- The Motion, as altered by leave of the Meeting, was put 

and carried with one dissentient. 

~ The following Resolution was moved on behalf of the 

Wandsworth Division : 

' That the definite scale of fees for such skilled assistance 
- before, during, or subsequent ‘to labour should be that 

already approved of by this Body ; which fees should not be 


considered as including any subsequent attendance, nor as 
relieving the midwife of the charge of her patient. 





Dr. Cox said he was bound by the instructions of his 
Committee to oppose this. His Division at the present 
moment was in communication with the local Board 
of Guardians to get a scale adopted, but did not understand 
that the scale adopted by the Representative Body was 
absolutely binding upon any Division of the Association. 
His Division was willing to agree that for a fee of anything 
above £1 a patient should be attended for fourteen days. 
It was probable that this scale would be passed. He hoped 
this Motion would not be adopted. 

Mr. Horrocks said that the Bradford Division and the 
Bradford Board of Guardians had come to an arrangement 
to pe for every ordinary case in which a medical man is 
ca =| in to assist the midwife the sum of 15s. 6d., and that 
had been loyally done in every case. In cases of com- 
plicated labour a fee of £2 was arranged to be paid. 

Dr. Jounson Smytu (Dorset) thought this Resolution 
would be made more plastic if, in the first line, the words 
were added, “as approved by the local Divisions, provided 
the minimum fee was not lower than 15s. 6d.” 

The Resolution was adopted. Both Resolutions were 
referred to the Council. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) said that 
if the Act was: to be amended, he thought the principle 
embodied in the following Resolution might be introduced: 


That any midwife who, at the time of being engaged to attend 
a woman in her confinement, does not register the name of 
the medical practitioner whom the patient may wish to 
attend her in the event of medical assistance being required, 
shall be guilty of an offence under the Act. 


The object was to prevent touting by midwives, and, if it 
was carried, it would ensure that a man would keep his 
own patient. 

On the suggestion of the Deputy Cuatrman, the proposal 
was referred to the Council. 

Paragraph 35 was then approved. 

Dr. MacponaLp moved the approval of Paragraph 36, 
which he said was narrative, and dealt with the question 
of the alleged opposition of the profession to midwives, for 
which allegation there was no ground. 

The paragraph was then approved. 

In moving Paragraph 37, “ Supply of Midwives in Rural 
and Urban Districts,” Dr. MAcDoNALD said that it related to 
Resolutions from Staffordshire, to the effect that in 1910 
there would probably be considerable difficulty in getting 
midwives, and asking that the qualifications of the midwife 
should be reduced. The Council, however, had dis- 
approved of the Resolution on the ground that it was con- 
trary to the intention of the Act. 

Dr. T. Larran (Carlow) said that the Central Midwives 
Board had attempted to secure a monopoly for certain 
hospitals in the training of midwives ;. the Board seemed 
to think it an indignity to have to apply to a union hos- 
pital or a union infirmary to do any training work. He 
gathered that in this paragraph was something like an 
attempt te back up the Central Midwives Board in its refusal 
to allow midwives to be trained wherever they could be: 
trained. The great difficulty that had arisen with regard 
to the proper supply of midwives was the monopoly 
claimed by a small number of hospitals to train them. 
He ane | that in the opinion of the Meeting such a 
position did not enter into the question of the suitability 
of the material for the training of midwives and that 
union hospital patients should be utilized. 

The Depvuty CHarrmAN asked whether Dr. Laffan wished 
to put a Motion to that effect before the Meeting. 

Dr. Larran said he did not. He simply protested against 
the monopoly sought to be established by gentlemen in 
London. 

Dr. Macponatp said that, as far as the Resolution of the 
Staffordshire Branch went, the last speaker was entirely 
off the track. It was thought that there’ would be a diffi- 
culty in supplying midwives in 1910, when the Act would 
come into full force, and it was proposed that the qualifi- 
cation should be reduced. He begged to move the last 
four lines of that paragraph, as follows : 


That this Meeting is of opinion that any lowering of the 
standard of registration of midwives would defeat the 
objects of public protection which the Midwives: Act was 
adopted to carry out. 


The paragraph was then approved of, 
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General References. 

Paragraphs 38, “ Lunacy Acts”; 39, “ Inebriates Acts”; 
40, “J eae Increase of Inebriety and Drug Habits 
Among Women”; 41, “Nursing Association”; 42 and 
43, “ Organizations for Obtaining Specialists’ Services 
at Reduced Fees”; 44, “Employment of Medical 
Women”; 45, “Taxation of Motor Cars as Affecting the 
Medical Profession,” were approved without discussion. 

On 46 and 47, “ Adoption of Metric System of Weights 
and Measures by the Medical Profession in Prescribing 
and Dispensing,” 

Dr. MacponaLp moved that the Representative Meeting 
should approve in principle. the adoption of the metric 
system for prescribing and dispensing subject to evidence 
of practicability. The Medico-Political Committee would 
consider the matter and report to the Divisions as to the 
procedure whereby the system could be introduced with 
the least inconvenience to medical practitioners, it being 
left to each Division to take such further action as it might 
deem advisable in the matter. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) thought the adoption of the 
metric system was quite impracticable. 

The Deputy Cuatrman said that the Medico-Political 
Committee would be able to deal with that point. 

Dr. Macponatp, in reply, said he had no evidence as to 
the practicability of the system. 

The Resolution was then put and agreed to. 

Dr. J. A. Macponatp then moved that Paragraph 48, 
“Fees for Medical Examination of Territorial Army 
Recruits” be approved, which was carried. 

Paragraph 11, “ Payment of Doctors’ Fees by Insurance 
and Friendly Societies,” and Paragraph 4, “Contract 
Practice, General Action ’*—the discussion on which had 
been deferred—were approved. 


Poor-law and Public Vaccination Appointments. 
Dr. ArtHUR Drury (Halifax) moved: 


That this Meeting, having heard the circumstances of the 
resignation of two district medical officers at Castleford, 
and their subsequent dismissal from the posts of public 
vaccinators, expresses its approval of the action of those 
officers in resigning, and its sympathy with them in their 
dispute with the guardians. Further, that this Meeting 
strongly deprecates the action of those who accepted the 
vacant he nig eT in the face of the unanimous decision 
of the whole Medical Profession in the district to support 
the action of the two officers in question. 


He explained that the two officers having asked for an 
increase of their remuneration (which worked out at about 
seven farthings per visit or attendance at the surgery), 
and not obtaining it, were told that they were careful to 
stick to their posts. They resigned to show the guardians 
the sincerity of their action. The resignation was at once 
accepted, and they were forthwith summarily dismissed 
from an altogether unconnected post, that of public 
vaccinator. The appointment was advertised in the local 
press, but the whole of the local Medical Profession 
declined to accept the posts. One post had been filled by 
a Medical Practitioner fourteen miles away. 

Mr. Nasu seconded. 

Sir Victor Horsey was desirous of inserting the word 
“‘censures ” in the place of ‘“ deprecates.” 

Dr. Depry was willing to accept any word which would 
carry the spirit of the Resolution into effect, and suggested 
that it be an instruction to the Committee or Council to 
forward the Resolution to the necessary quarters. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp deprecated haste over the matter. 
While entirely in sympathy with the Resolution, he 
pointed out that the Meeting had only an ex parte state- 
ment before them. It must be a principle with the 
Association to take all steps to know everything in such 
a matter. The Association must act very discreetly mm 
such matters, for a single slip would do an infinite amount 
of harm. He did not question Dr. Drury’s statement, 
but it was because the Association had heard nothing from 
the other side that he appealed for less hurry. 

After some further discussion it was agreed that the 
Resolution should be sent to the Council with instructions 
to consider it. 

Dr. J. A. MacponaLp then moved that the Report as a 
whole, subject to the Resolutions arising upon it, be 
approved, which was carried. 

Dr. J. A. Macdonald then took the chair. 





AMENDMENT OF By-Laws. ; 

On proposed Amendment of existing By-laws, Dr. Cox 
(Gateshead and Consett) said that having regard to the 
fact that the motion for an application for a Royal Charter 
had been carried by 106 votes to 1, he proposed ta drop the 
Resolution standing in the name of his Division, to which 
the Meeting agreed. 

The Amendments by the Wandsworth Division were 
also withdrawn. is 

Dr. GREER, on behalf of Dr. Burst, nioved : 


That the By-laws relating to the Standing Committees, 
namely, 40, 41, 42, and 44, be amended in accordance with 
the provisions of the Draft Charter, Ordinances, and By,- 
laws, as approved by the Association on Referendum. 


The object was to bring the present By-laws into 
harmony with those in the Draft Charter, so that when 
application was made before the Privy. Council it might 
not be alleged there was a difference between the Associa- 
tion’s present By-laws and the By-laws under the Charter. 
After a short discussion as to whether the words “ on 
Referendum” should not be deleted, the, Chairman 
suggested that the words should. be “as appears in the 
Draft Charter under this present scheme,” which was 
agreed to, and the Motion was carried. 
The CuarrMan then moved : 


That By-law 41 be amended to read as follows : 


41.—STANDING COMMITTEES. : 

Nevertheless, there shall be Standing Committees called 
by the names, composed in the manner, and having the 
powers and duties set forth the Schedule to these By-laws 
(for proposed Schedule see pp. 22-3). Any (elected or appointed) 
Member of a Standing Comanities who shall fail to attend 
three successive meetings without satisfactory explanation 
to the Chairman of the Committee shall be deemed to have 
resigned his Membership of such Committee, and the Com- 
mittee shall fill the vacancy thus created. Al] Standing 
Committees shail report to, and act under the instruction of, 
the Council. 


This was carried. 


AnnuaL List oF MEMBERS. 
Dr. WALTER SMITH moved : 


That it be an instruction to the Council of the Association to 
publish the Annual List of Members of the Association 
(By-law 6) in such a way that a copy may be obtainable by 
every Member who desires to possess the same. 


After some discussion the Motion was lost. 


Tae Putney HospIrat. 
Dr. Lanapox-Down moved, with regard to the Putney 
Hospital : 

That the Representative Body of the British Medical Associa- 
tion, having been informed that after a canvass of the 
members of the Medical Profession practising within the 
near neighbourhood of the pro 1 Putney Hospital site, as 
to their acceptance of the subjoined Resolutions, the result 
was @ unanimous approval in Fulham (51 signatures), as also 
in Barnes, Mortlake, and East Sheen (16 signatures), and in 
Southfields (11 signatures), and that in Putney 38 approved 
out of 45, cordially approves of these Resolutions, as also of 
the declaration signed, and considers that any Registered 
Medical Practitioner who acts otherwise than therein 
indicated will be doing so in a manner injurious to the 
interest of the medical profession. 


Declaration and Resolutions. __ i 
We, the undersigned Registered Medical Practitioners, having 
read the Memorandum issued by the South-West London 
Medical Hospital Committee, ieee the negotiations which 
have taken place since June, 1905, with reference to the pro- 
osed Hospital in the Parish of Putney, approve of the five 
Recomsesentadions formulated by that Committee on behalf of 
the Medical Profession, which are contained in that Memo- 
randum, and are stated below, and hereby agree that we will in 
no way countenance or aid the erection of any Hospital, or act 
on the Staff of, or use any Hospital when erected, before the 
South-West London Medical Hospital Committee reports that 
the negotiations have had a definite and satisfactory result. 
1. That there is no necessity in Putney for a large General 
Hospital on the lines of the West London Hospital, nor 
ever will be. , : 
. That a small General Hospital on Cottage Hospital lines 
would meet the needs of the Parish of Putney. 
. That at such a Hospital there should be no arrangements 
made for the treatment of out-patients. ik 
. That there should be recognition of the principle that 
the number of non-paying beds should not be greater 
than the. needs of the district or the resources of 
endowment. : oa 
5. That there should be adequate directly-elected representa- 
tion of the Medical Profession on the present and any 
future Committee formed to deal with the question or 
conduct of a Hospital in Putney. rateren st 
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He briefly outlined the facts in connexion with the 
establishment of a hospital-in Putney, pointing out the 
difficulty the local medical profession had had in obtaining 
recognition and representation upon the committee of the 
hospital. As the result of . negotiations, though his 
Division had been unable to get a direct written agreement 
from the committee of the hospital with regard to Para- 
graphs 1, 2,3, and 4 of the Declaration and Resolutions 
an indefinite oral agreement had been given; but with 
regard to Paragraph 5 there was no satisfactory reply, and 
much would depend upon what the Meeting did that day. 

The Cuarrman said that Dr. Fothergill, who had a 
subsidiary Resolution, had intimated that since the Report 
was drawn up the managers of the Putney Hospital had 
considerably altered their views, and things looked much 
more favourable to the profession than they did. 

Dr. J. E. P. Davies called attention to the words “no 
ever will be.” 

Dr. Lancpon-Down asked leave to withdraw the words. 

Mr. J. D. Hmus thought it would be better if 
Paragraph (1) were deleted. He did not think the Repre- 
sentative Meeting was called upon to discuss the needs of 
any particular district unless there was more evidence 
before it. 

Mr. Nasu pointed out that if the paragraph were deleted, 
Paragraph 2 must also be deleted. 

Sir Victor Horstry asked Mr. J. D. Hillis not to press 
the point. The case in question was just such a case as 
the Division alone could decide, and its statement must be 
accepted. 

Mr. Hues Ker said the Resolution had come before the 
Council of the Metropolitan Counties Branch, when the 
whole matter was thoroughly investigated and passed with 
two dissentients. 

It was then agreed to delete the words “nor ever will 
be,”’ and the Resolution was then passed. 
' Dr. FotHercitt (Wandsworth), in introducing a sub- 
sidiary Resolution, explained that owing to the pressure 
brought to bear the local committee had given way on all 
points but one. His Division wished to meet the local 
eommittee, and if the Meeting passed the Resolution he 
would read it was thought the position would be 
strengthened. He moved: 
’ That in view of the recent statement of the Chairman of the 
groposed Putney Hospital Committee, that Resolutions 1, 2, 
, and 4 are approved of, and the duties of the present Com- 
mittee will come to an end on the completion of the 
building, and that then the present Committee will be 
ready to retire, this Representative Body considers that the 
local profession should not now make the obtaining of 
representation on the present Committee a condition of 
medical support, but should rather forthwith take the 
necessary steps to obtain an adequate directly-elected local 
representation of the Medical Profession on any Committee 
dealing with the constitution or management of the 
proposed hospital.~ witli 
_ Mr. Ker seconded. 
' The Resolution was put and carried. 


Rott Catt. ‘ 

_ The CHarrMaN announced that, as there had been a 

great deal of laxity in Representatives slipping out of the 

room without permission, the Roll would be called. The 
Roll was then called. 


ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND Deputy CHAIRMAN. 

Sir Victor Horsey desired the honour, as that was 
his last. Representative Meeting—— [No,No!] He said 
Yes, because in the interests of the Association the 
positions must go round; he had served many times, and 
there were many’ men capable of doing the work. His 
présent business was to move that Dr. J. A. Macdonald be 
‘elected Chairman of Representative Meetings for the 
forthcoming year. [Applause. | 

Dr. StaytEy Giit (Southport), in seconding, said that 
Sir Victor Horsley was one of the best Chairmen the 
Representative Meeting had ever had, but Dr. Macdonald 
ran him to a dead heat. . [Laughter.} From his (the 
speaker's) point of view, Dr. Macdonald’s conduct in the 
chair was courteous and firm. — {[Hear, hear. | 


' The Motion was put and carried: by acclamation, and 
with prolonged cheering. 
The CuatrMan, in returning thanks, said that while he 
‘had had no intention of occupying the chair another year, 
there was a consideration whish made him think he would | 





do so if the Meeting were of that way of thinking; that 


was, that next year the Meeting would be in-the city 


where he received his medical education. 
would like very much to go back there wi 
presiding over the Representative Meeting. [Renewed 
applause.|- As his first act as Chairman he desired to 
propose his friend, Mr. Ballance, as Deputy Chairman. 
"Applause. | , 

Mr. Nasu, in seconding, complimented Mr. Ballance on 
his work in that position. 

The Motion was carried amidst loud applause. 

Mr. Bauuance returned thanks, remarking that, whilst 
his duties had been light, he had gained great experience 
in the last twelve hours, and he trusted he had secured 
freedom of speech for all the speakers at the Meeting. 
[ Applause. | 


Bag care He 
the honour of 


ComMMITTEEs. 

The CuarrmaN then announced the results of the election 
of members of the Medico-Political and Ethical Committees, 
and Representatives for the Hospital Conference. 

A short discussion ensued as to various arrange- 
ments for the next Meeting, upon which the Meeting 
adjourned. 

The Meeting reassembled at the University in the 
evening after the President's address, when the Minutes 
of the day's proceedings were read, amended, and 
confirmed. * 

The Annual Representative Meeting of. 1908 then 
terminated. 


Che Annual Exhibition 


FOODS, DRUGS, INSTRUMENTS, 
BOOKS, AND SANITARY 
APPLIANCES. 


[First Norice. | 


Up to the hour of going to press everything pointed to the 
Exhibition being a great success. The display was in 
every way creditable to those who took part in it, and 
the officials responsible for the arrangements are to be 
congratulated. All concerned had done their work with 
promptitude, and, as has not always been the case, 
practically every stall was in show order by the time the 
doors were thrown open to the public at 10 o’clock on 
Tuesday morning. We commence now our account of the 
display in detail; no selection whatever has been made 
in the exhibits to be first described. Those mentioned in 
this issue merely happened to be first examined. 











THE ANGIER CHEMICAL CO., LIMITED, 
82, Snow Hill, London. 


Of the principal exhibit of this firm we gave a somewhat 
full account last year. It is a compound of refined 
petroleum, hyphosphites of lime and soda, and pure 
glycerine, the percentage of the petroleum present being 
33. Known as Angier’s Emulsion, in appearance it is a thick, 
creamy liquid, the odour of which could scarcely be found 
objectionable by the most sensitive person, and the taste 
by no means unpleasant. Examined under the microscope, 
the oil globules are found to be in a state’ of fine subdivi- 
sion ; it is, therefore, a true and complete emulsion which 
has the further advantage of being readily miscible with 
milk and other liquids, which is a strong point. So far as 
we are aware this is the first emulsion of petroleum which 
was ever brought out, and it is the most satisfactory with 
which we are acquainted. As to the therapeutic value of 
petroleum there is some dispute, since if has been stated 
that petroleum, when administered internally, leaves the 
intestine unaltered. We fancy, however, that the experi- 
ments upon which this opinion was based were conducted 
with crude petroleum, and not with a thoroughly successful 
emulsion such as Angier’s. In any case there are clinical 
reasons for believing that this emulsion is of definitely 
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dietetic value, and it.seems clear that when given in cases 
of bowel irritation its passage along the intestine must 
exert a protective and therefore sedative effect, even if the 
petroleum constituent eventually leaves the intestine un- 
changed. The other exhibits of the firm were a remedy 
for irritations of the throat and the like. These are 
known as Angier’s Throat Pastilles, and contain, in addition 
to specially purified petroleum, elm bark and other common 
ingredients of throat pastilles. They are pleasant to take, 
and contain, we were informed, no narcotic of any sort. 


THE AYLESBURY ‘DAIRY COMPANY, 
32, St. Petersburg Place, Bayswater, W. 


This firm, even if regarded merely as milk producers and 
purveyors, deserves well of all medical men, since it was 
about the first business to recognize the real desiderata of 
dairies and milk shops. It has a very efficient system of 
medical and veterinary inspection, and in its retail depart- 
ments exhibits canal care. The firm, however, also 
deserves credit for its endeavour to provide children and 
invalids with cow’s milk in readily digested form. Of 
their Humanised Milk, which has now been on the market 
over twenty-five years, it is unnecessary to speak further 
than to mention that it is now prepared in three strengths, 
containing 1.2 per cent., 2.2 per cent., and 2.8 per cent. of 
proteins respectively, thereby enabling an infant to be fed 
according to its growing needs. Another brand, known as 
Humanoid, has been more recently introduced ; it is a con- 
centrated form of humanized milk, and only requires 
dilution with boiled water to be ready for use. The 
directions given provide not only a milk of the required 
strength, but also of the right temperature for feeding. Of 
somewhat different character and purpose is Pollyta, which 
is a food intended for the use of children after weaning. 
As they are then able to digest starch in reasonable 
quantity, Pollyta very properly contains a proportion of 
wheat starch in an easily digested form. Other prepara- 
tions shown were Koumiss and Kefir; these have been 
popular with many medical men for many years past, and 
the value which has been shown of late years to attach to 
lactic acid bacteria in intestinal affections is likely to lead 
to their increased use. Independently of any beneficent 
part these fermented forms of milk may play bacterio- 
logically in the intestine, these preparations are pleasant 
to take, and are often borne well by patients who dislike 
ordinary milk intensely—and the number of these is not 
few. 


THE BRITISH AND COLONIAL “ ATOM” SYNDICATE, 
Parliament Chambers, Harrogate. 


It cannot be said of civilization that at present it leads 
to diminution of dust, nor as we become better acquainted 
with the constituents of dust do its disadvantages and 
risks seem any less than before ; on the contrary, the 
tendency is to recognize more fully year by year the 
potency of dust for ill. With dust in the general atmo- 
sphere the individual householder cannot deal, but against 
dust in his own household, on carpets, furniture, curtains, 
corners, and clothes he can in some measure protect him- 
self, and of late years the means at his disposal have 
greatly improved. Vacuum cleaning has come into 
existence, and at Sheffield a very taking machine of 
this character was shown. It has been on the market 
for a couple of years or so, and has won medals, we 
understand, at several exhibitions. It is called the 
“Atom,” and is a compact appliance, readily moved 
from room to room, and easy to understand and work. 
The dust-collecting chamber is large, and if desired a 
water chamber can be attached, the drst-laden air passing 
into this and out into the room again freed from dust by 
passage through a disinfecting fluid. The apparatus can 
be worked either by hand power or by switching on to 
the nearest available electric-light fitting. Compared 
with its claims as a labour-saving device, and as one 
which removes dust not only from one place to another— 
the defect of ordinary household appliances—but alto- 
gether, it certainly seems a cheap appliance, and the fact 
that it can be used to dust coats and other garments is 
a specially attractive feature. The invention, therefore, 
is worth examination and inquiry. 


CADBURY BROTHERS, LIMITED, 
Bournville, Birmingham. 


the most active order, this firm of chocolate and cocoa 
manufacturers does something more than hold its own. 
It has been too long a favourite to be readily displaced, 
and, apart from this, it avoids all risk of losing ground by 
maintaining its methods of production at their accustomed 
excellence. So far'as chocolate is to be regarded as a 
sweetmeat, it has met all needs by the Bournville Chocolate, 
which in point of flavour appears to be everything that 
can be desired. The name of this confection is derived 
from the Garden City which the firm has brought: into 
existence, and where the manufacture is conducted amidst 
the most healthy surroundings. The Swiss manufacturers 
it has met on their own ground by the production of a 
milk blend named the Dairy Milk Checolate, or “C.D.M.” 
The other product shown was one the reputation of 
which is even wider and of a kind still more likely to 
appeal to medical men—though even chocolate in the 
form of sweetmeat has a distinct place in scientific 
dietetics. The production in question is Cadbury’s Cocea 
Essence, which as now produced at Bournville by the most 
modern machinery is as excellent as in the past, and of 
high value as a combined beverage and food. Apart from 
its intrinsic value in this respect, its freedom from added 
sugar and from grittiness in solution renders it acceptable 
to many persons who as a rule dislike cocoa. , 


FAIRCHILD BROTHERS AND FOSTER, 
Bath House, Holborn Viaduet, F.C. 


Aids to digestion have been the chief field of this firm’s 
labours, and in this direction its reputation is unrivalled. Of 
its special products there was a comprehensive display at 
Sheffield, these including Zymine, a dry whitish powder 
representing all the active principles of the pancreas 
gland ; and Pepsencia, which is a solution of the essential 
organic ingredients of gastric juice. Other preparations of 
the same order were shown, one being “ Diazyme,” a fluid 
pancreatic essence, and what the firm calls “ Pepules ;” 
these contain various pancreatic and gastric ferments 
either alone or compounded with bismuth, nux vomica, and 
the like; they are a convenient form of administering such 
aids to digestion. Another preparation which has been in 
favour for some time past was Peptogenic Milk Powder; 
according to the analysis of Professor Leeds, of the Stevens 
Institute of Technology in the United States, it humanizes 
ordinary milk with marked success. Of different cha- 
racter, but of the same general origin, is “Enzymol,” a 
preparation of proteolytic ferments intended for external 
use with a view to destroying granulations and sloughs by 
digestion. Another new product shown was Holadin, a 
pancreatic preparation in 3-grain capsules, offered as an 
intestinal digestive, and considered to have proved of a 
special benefit in diabetes. Lecithin Fairchild, having the 
composition C,,HoNPO, was also on view in solution, and 
as indicated in conditions of nerve exhaustion. Finally 
should be mentioned the well-known Panopepton, a diif- 
fusible solution of beef and wheat flour. It is of con- 
siderable nutritive value, the ratio of proteid constituents 
to carbohydrates being as 1 to 2.16. It has been used 
largely by many medical men as a food adjuvant, and also 
as a temporary substitute for milk food during attacks of 
summer diarrhoea in children. 


JEYES’S SANITARY COMPOUND COMPANY, 
64, Cannon Street, London, E.C. 


The bactericide known as Cyllin reigned supreme on this 
stall, and in very numerous forms. ‘The principal were 
ordinary Cyllin, which has a Rideal-Walker coefficient 
of 17; Cyllin Medical, intended for surgical use, and with a 
coefficient of 20; and Cyllin Sanitary Powder, which the firm 
guarantees to have three times the bactericidal strength of 
the strongest carbolic-acid powder commonly sold— 
namely, 15 per cent. Besides these, this bactericide was 
shown as prepared for internal use, as a syrup for use in 
infantile diarrhoea, in capsules intended to produce in- 
testinal antisepsis, and as an inhalant for employment in 
infective inflammations of the throat and air passages. 
The preparation known as Cyllin Liquid Soap was also 
shown; it is guaranteed to be equal to 100 per cent. pure 
carbolic acid; as also were a variety of well-manufactared 
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lint, wool, gauzes, and other dressings impregnated with 
10 per cent. Cyllin. Of the general value of this bac- 
tericide it is unnecessary to speak, since-its position as 
one of the strongest bactericides available, and as suitable 
for a great variety of purposes involving the destruction of 
micro-organisms, is now well established. 


‘ H. K. LEWIS, 
Publishers, Medical Booksellers and Librarians, 
136, Gower Street, and 24, Gower Place, London. 


‘The stand of this familiar firm was occupied by a good 
selection of its publications, amongst which were to be 
noted several velnaen which have put im an appearance 
since the Annual Meeting at Exeter last year. Among 
these, attention may be directed to the Opsonic Method of 
Treatment, by Dr. R. W. Aten, and the System of 
Radiography, with an Atias of the Normal, by Dr. [RonsIDE 
Bruce; a monograph on Squint and Ocular Paralysis, by 
Ikucas Huewes; and also another monograph, entitled 
Fumours of the‘Cerebellum, by Dr. Jonn Wytuir. A volume 
of a type of which w2 see, perhaps, too little in medical. 
connexions was entitied Reminiscences in the Life of 
Surgeon-Major G. A Hutton. There was also a well- 
illustrated handbook on Extraction of the Teeth, by 
Mr. Frank Coteman, and one containing the lectures 
delivered to the St. Pancras Health Visitors by Miss 
Kantoack (Mrs. de Voss). Amongst new editions 
were Dr. Trttey’s Diseases of the Nose and Throat, 
which constitutes the third edition of the manual 
by Dr. de Havilland Hall and the present author, 
though it is virtually a new and _ fully-illustrated 
work; the third edition of the well-known manual of 
Hygiene and Public Health by Drs. Louis Parkes and 
R.. H. Kenwoop, and also the fourth edition of the latter 
author’s textbook of Public Health Laboratory Work. 
These three volumes are all in Lewis’s Practical Series, as is 
also the new edition (third) of Dy. D’Este Emery’s Clinical 
Bacteriology, which has been thoroughly revised and 
hrought up to date, like the others. A prominent feature 
was the new complete edition of the Catalogue of the firm’s 
Medical and Scientific Circulating Library. It is a volume of 
500. pages, containing some 9,000 titles, and an authors’ 
andsubjects’ index of upwards of 10,000 references. A 
selection of useful casebooks and other adjuncts of the 
consulting room were also shown; some of the former 
have special features, in the way of blank diagrams for the 
better asaren'y dap physical signs. We were also particu- 
larly attracted by an excellent collection of photogravures 
of prominent medical and scientific men; they were of a 
size and style suitable either for framing or keeping for 
folios. They were inexpensive, and there are many of us who 
like. to be acquainted with the physiognomy of those whose 
works we study. The stand was also set off by photo- 
graphs of the present enlarged premises of the firm, and in 
ene of them wedetected with pleasure the old entrance 
and window with which many generations of medical 
students have been familiar. 


we MELLIN’S FOOD, LIMITED. 
*habte Food Specialists, 
ait: Stafford Street, Peckham, S.E. 


* The best-known. product of this firm is Mellin’s Food 
for infants and invalids. It is a brown granular powder in 
which the starch of the original cereal grains has been 
diastized. Perhaps almost equally well known now is Lacto. 
This is a mixture of dried fresh cow’s milk and Mellin’s 
Food, and is intended for temporary use either by the old 
er’ young, when ordinary fresh cow’s milk cannot be 
ebtained. It is particularly easy to prepare for use, and 
there: are often occasions om which it is useful to resort to 
its:temployment. The firm also showed some biscuits 
which area mixture of Mellin’s Food and ordinary wheat. 
They are of a pleasant flavour, and are a useful half-way 
house between ordinary and completely predigested foods. 
& similar product is Mellin’s Food: Chocolate, which contains 
seme 30 per cent. of Mellin’s Food, the balance being made 
up of cocoa. The firm also showed its patent feeding 
bettle, the points of which we described when it was first 
brought out a year or twoago. It is an excellent specimen 
efia hygienic tubeless feeder in which the food is kept in 
contact: with the teat until the bottle is empty. The 
quantities of food required by shildren of different ages | 





are sandblasted on the outer surface, the inside of the 
bottle being perfectly smooth and free from crevices. It is 
a good bottle to put into the hands of nurses and young 
mothers. An excellent form of weighing machine for 
babies was also on view. It has a neat wicker cradle for 
the reception of the child while its weight is taken. 


OPPENHEIMER, SON, AND CO., LIMITED, 
Manufacturing Chemists, 
179, Queen Victoria Street, London, E.C. 


On this stall we came across a good many old and well- 
esteemed acquaintances, and found a considerable number 
of entirely new pharmaceutical and other preparations. 
Among the former should be placed Creo-camph Mercurial 
Cream, this being the mixture preferred by Colonel 
Lambkin for intramuscular treatment of syphilis plus a 
small proportion of creo-camph—a drug which is claimed 
entirely to prevent all after-pain. Other old acquaintances 
were Aseptules, which are small glass tubes containing 
accurate quantities of sterile hypodermic preparations for 
immediate use. Bi-palatinoids, which we regard as one of 
the cleverest devices for drug administration ever intro- 
duced, were also shown, as well as the various medicated 
solutions known as Neboline Compounds. These are for use 
with the firm’s Universal Vapouriser, which is a most effective 
appliance. By converting fluids into a vapour so fine 
as to be almost invisible, it gives them great penetration. 
Of the newer preparations, we were specially attracted 
by what the firm has christened “Pulverettes.” These 
resemble pills in appearance, but on slight pressure they 
break with a click, and the contained drug is revealed 
in powder form. There was also a new and attractive 
malt extract, named Hordine, which is produced, we were 
informed, by an entirely novel process. It is very liquid, 
which is a decided advantage, and we were informed that 
its diastasic power is equal to 100° Lintner. This being 
the case, it should, apart from its own dietetic value, be 
a useful aid to the digestion of any starchy foods, and 
seems decidedly worth atrial. The same may be said of 
Mergal, a new salt of mercury (mercury cholate and tannin 
albuminate), put forward as peculiarly well suited for pro- 
longed administration both in early and late stages of 
syphilis, and as having the strong approval of Boss, 
Saalfield, Zeissl, and other Continental syphilographers. 
The firm is also sole British agent of the Institute for 
Infectious Diseases at Genoa, of which Maragliano is, 
we believe, Director, and showed a complete series of 
serums, including this investigator’s own antitubercle 
preparation. 


VAN HORN AND SAWTELL, 
Sterilized Suture Manufacturers, 
31-33, High Holborn, London. 


The work of this firm, which has branches in New York, 
London, and Canada, is confined to the manufacture of 
certain surgical specialities and of sterilized ligatures. It 
confined its exhibit at Sheffield to two products, one of 
these being a series of Absorbable Sutures, plain and 
chromic catgut, and kangaroo tendon, all encased in 
hermetically-sealed glass tubes. In manufacture the firm 
kéeps in mind the three great needs in a ligature— 
sterility, tensile strength, and absorbability. Sterility by 
the Van Horn Process is obtained by boiling the prepared 
ligature in cumol for more than two hours at over 300° F., 
the tubes being then sealed and subjected to further treat- 
ment for an hour by steam at 18 Ib. pressure. The catgut 
tubes are labelled respectively “ ten days,” “twenty days,” 
“thirty days,” and “forty days,” by which the firm means 
that the sutures in each case will, when inserted in muscle, 
resist absorption for the time specified, or rather will not 
commence to be absorbed till that time is complete. Special 
interest attaches to these statements of time, for they are 
based upon actual and prolonged experiment. Though com- 
pletion of absorption depends on many factors, including 
the vitality of the patient and the size of the strand, 
the results of the firm’s experiments have been s0 
regular that it is able to suggest the best liga- 
ture in point of thickness and resistance to absorba- 
bility for suturing different classes of tissue. In a general 
way, when special strength is required, it favours a double 
strand of a certain absorbability rather than a strand of 
the same absorbability but of double the thickness. As 
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‘for the Van Horn Kangaroo Tendon Sutures, these are pre- 
pared to resist absorption in muscle for about four weeks. 
"There were also shown silk and horsehair sutures pre- 
pared on the same general lines. The other speciality 
shown was “K-Y” Lubricating Jelly, a combination of 
lubricants derived from acacia, chondrus, cydonia, traga- 


anth, and ulmus. [It is not irritating, is soluble in water 
and not greasy,.and if it is desired to lubricate the urethra 
this may be done by injecting the lubricant through a 
-small metal cone which can be secured on to the “ K-Y” 
-tube. 











CENTRAL MIDWIVES BOARD. 


A meetinG of the Central Midwives Board was held at 
Caxton House, Westminster, on July 23rd, Dr. F. H. 
‘“CHAMPNEYsS in the chair. 


GOVERNMENT RECOGNITION OF MIDWIVEs. 

A letter was received from the Secretary of the Man- 
chester Branch of the National Union of Women Workers, 
enclosing a copy of a resolution passed by the Branch 
urging the Board to memorialize the Local Government 
Board with the object of obtaining Government recognition 
and subsidy of midwives. It was decided to refer the 
letter to the Standing Committee. 


INTERPRETATION OF “ PERSONALLY DELIVERING.” 

A letter was considered inquiring as to the interpreta- 
tion of the words “ personally delivering” in Rule C, 1 (1). 
‘The Board decided to send the following reply : 

No case can be counted in which the pupil has not made 
abdominal and vaginal examinations (that is, more than one), 
-and has also personally delivered the head and body of the child 
and the placenta and membranes. This excludes all cases 
known as ‘‘B.B.A.”’ (born before arrival), and also all cases in 
which the labour is too far advanced on arrival to make 
(repeated) abdominal and vaginal examinations possible. It also 
forbids the same case being counted to more than one person. 
The fact that medical help becomes necessary to apply forceps or 
otherwise assist delivery does not prevent the case being counted 
to the pupil. 

The question as to how the information contained in 
this reply should be circulated was referred to the 
Standing Committee. 


MontHiy NursES AND THE Mipwives Act. 

A letter was considered from the Medical Officer of 
Health for Manchester, enclosing a resolution of the 
local supervising authority suggesting the amendment of 
the Midwives Act so as to bring monthly nurses within the 
‘scope of the Act. The Board decided as follows: 

That it is inexpedient to extend the provisions of the Mid- 
wives Act to nurses who act under the direction of a medical 
‘practitioner responsible for the case. 


PayMENT OF DocTORS CALLED IN BY MIDWIVES. 

A letter was received from the Clerk of the Council, 
transmitting a copy of a correspondence in regard to the 
payment by the guardians of the West Derby Union of 
medical men called in on the advice of a midwife. 


CompPLAINT oF A Purim MIDWIFE. ; 
A letter was considered from a pupil midwife com- 
plaining of the methods of training adopted in a cottage 
hospital whose medical officer is a recognized teacher, and 
whose matron is approved for the purpose of signin 
Forms III and IV. The Board decided to ask the oatnl 
officer of the cottage hospital to furnish his explanation 
of the matters complained about. 


CANCER OF THE Woms. 

A letter was considered from the wy iron of the Asso- 
ciation for Promoting the Training and Supply of Midwives 
as to the distribution of the leaflet on eancer of the womb. 
The Board decided to supply the leaflet as follows: At the 
price of Is: per 100 post free. 


EXPENDITURE OF THE BoarD. 
The following resolutions, moved by Mr. ForpHAm and 
seconded by the CHAIRMAN, were passed : 


That it is desirable that Section 5 of the Midwives Act, 1902, 
be amended so as to provide for the apportionment of the 
balance of the annual expenditure of the Board, not met by 
fees and other receipts, on the areas of the several local 
supervising authorities on the basis of the population at the 
last census for the time being. 








That the draft bill for the amendment of Section 5 of the’ 
Midwives Act, 1902, prepared by Mr. Fordham, be approved. 
and that the Privy Council be asked to arrange for the 
introductioa of the bill in the present session of Parliament. 








Bital Statistics. 


: HEALTH OF ENGLISH TOWNS. oe ‘4, 
In seventy-six of the largest English towns, including London,. 8,833 
births and 3,712 deaths were registered during the week ending Saturd 
last, July 25th. The annual rate of mortality in these towns, ,whic 
had been 11.8, 11.4, and 11.1 per 1,000 in the three preceding weeks, rose 
again last week to 11.9 per 1,000. The rates in the several towns ranged 
from 3.4 in Hornsey, 6.8 in Southampton, 6.9 in Willesden and in East 
Ham, 7.0 in Devonport, 7.5 in Halifax, 7.7 in Hastings, and 7.8 in Derby, 
to 15.0 in Bury, 15.1 in Middlesbrough, 15.7 in Manchester, 16.1 in Liver- 
pool, 16.8 in Bootle, 17.8 in Coventry, and 18.8 in Rochdale and in 
Rhondda. In London the rate of mortality was 11.2 per 1,000, while it 
averaged 12.1 in the seventy-five other large towns. The death-rate 
from the principal linfectious diseases averaged 1.3 per 1,000 in the 
seventy-six towns ; in London this death-rate was equal to 1.2 per 1,000, 
while among the seventy-five large provincial towns the death-rates 
from these diseases ranged upwards to 2.5in Manchester, 2.7 in Walsall, - 
2.8 in St. Helens, 3.5 in Rochdale, 3.7 in Oldham, and 4.7 in Rhondda. 
Measles caused a death-rate of 1.2 in Walthamstow, in Rochdale, and 
in Hull, 1.8 in Oldham, and 2.0 in Stockton-on-Tees; diphtheria of 1.3 in 
Reading and 1.5 in Wallasey; whooping-cough of 1.1 in Walsall and 1.2 
in Rochdale; and diarrhoea of 1.4 in Liverpool, 1.5 in Hanley, in 
Bootle, in Oldham, in Burnley, and in Newcastle-on-Tyne, 1.6 in 
Manchester and in Swansea, 2.0 in Middlesbrough, 2.8 in St. Helens, 
and 3.9 in Rhondda. The mortality from scarlet fever and from 
enteric fever showed no marked excess in any of the large towns, 
and no fatal case of small-pox was registe during the week. 
The number of scarlet fever cases under treatment in the Metropolitan 
Asylums Hospitals and the London Fever Hospital, which had been 
2,529, 2,597, and 2,573 at the end of the three preceding weeks, had risen 
again to 2,665 at the end of last week; 423 new cases were admitted 
during the week, against 322, 437, and 349 in the three preceding weeks. 


HEALTH OF SCOTTISH TOWNS. 

DurinG the week ending Saturday last, July 25th, 954 births and 505 
deaths were registered in eight of the principal Scottish towns. The 
annual rate of mortality in these towns, which had been 12.5, 13.2, and 
12.9 in the three preceding weeks, rose again to 14.3 per 1,000 last week, 
and was 2.4 per 1,000 above the mean rate during the same period in the 
seventy-six large English towns. Among these Scottish towns the’ 
death-rates ranged from 10.4 in Edinburgh and 11.7 in Leith to 16.8 in 
Paisley and 17.9in Dundee. The death-rate from the principal infec- 
tious diseases averaged 1.9 in the eight towns, the highest rates being 
recorded in Glasgow and Dundee. The 256 deaths registered in Glasgow 
included 3 which were referred to scarlet fever, 16 to whooping-cough, 
and 19.to diarrhoea. Three fatal cases of diarrhoea were recorded in 
Edinburgh; 5 of whooping-cough and 5 of diarrhoea in Dundee; 4 of 
measles in Aberdeen ; and 3. of whooping-cough in Greenock. 


Pabal and Military Appointments. 


ROYAL NAVY MEDICAL SERVICE. 

THE following appointments have been madeat the Admiralty: PIERCE 
L. CrosBrE, Surgeon, to the Ocean, August 3rd; Wm11AM N. HorsFALL, 
M.B., Surgeon, to the Essex, August 3rd; LEONARD S. WuitwaM, M.B., 
Surgeon, to the Vivid, August 3rd; ALFRED T. GAILLETON, M.B., Sur- 
geon, to Chatham Hospital, undated ;*GrorGE M. LEVIcK, and EDWARD 
M. W. HEARN, Surgeons, to the Victory, additional, for long course at 
physical training school, August 3rd; HoracE B. Hit, M.B., Surgeon, , 
to the Euryalus, August 3rd; NoRMAN S. MEIKLEJOHN, Surgeon, to the 
Victory, additional, for disposal on expiration of foreign service leave 
and Royal Marine Division, Portsmouth, September 10th. 








ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE. 


Royat ARMY MEDICAL CORPS. ’ 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL H. J. BARNES, half pay, is placed on retired pay, 
July 18th. He was appointed Surgeon, February 5th, 1881; Surgeon- 
Major, February 5th, 1893; and Lieutenant-Colonel, February 5th, 1901. 
He went on half pay, July 18th, 1903. He was in the South African war, 
1900-1, being present in operations in the Orange River Colony, inelud- 
ing actions at Wittebergen, and in subsequent operations south of 
Orange River. He has received the Queen’s medal with three clasps. 


TERRITORIAL FORCE. 
Royat ARMy MEDICAL CoRPs. j 
Lowland Mounted Brigade Field Ambulance.—Captain R. T. HaLui- 
pay, M.B., from the Scottish Command, Glasgow Companies, Royal 
Army Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Major, April Ist. The under- 
mentioned officers, from the Scottish Command, Glasgow Companies, 
Royal Army Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Captains, with precedence 
as in the Volunteer Force, April 1st, 1908: Captain H. W. OMSON, 
M.B., Captain J. Burce, M.B., and Captain R. ¥. ANDERSON, M.B. . 
Surgeon-Captain F. GRAcIE, M.B., from the 1st Dumbartonshire Volun- 
teer Rifle Corps, to be Captain, with precedence as in the Volunteer 
Force, April Ist. Lieutenant R. B. CarsLAw, Transport Officer, from 
the Scottish Command, Glasgow Companies, Royal Army Medical 
Corps (Volunteers), is appointed Transport Officer, with the honorary 
rank of Lieutenant, April Ist. , 2 
First Lowland Field Ambulance.—Major W. F. SOMERVILLE, M.D., 
from the Scottish Command, Glasgow Companies, Royal Army 
Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Lieutenant-Colonel, April Ist. The 
undermentioned officers, from the Scottish Command, Glasgow Com- 
panies, Royal Army Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Captains, with 
precedence as in the Volunteer Force, April lst: Captain G. H. EDING-_ 
TON, M.D., Captain A. Youna, M.B., Captain J. WALKER, M.B., and 
Captain W. BrycE, M.D. Captain W. C. Murray, M.B., from the 
Argyll and Sutherland Bearer Company, Royal Army Medical Corps 
(Volunteers), to be Captain, with precedence as in the Volunteer Force, 
April lst; Surgeon-Lieutenant J. W. Lerren, from the 3rd Lanarkshire 
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Votatiteet Rifle Corps, to be Captain, April 1st; Lieutenant A. JuBB, | SOUTHAMPTON, COUNTY BOROUGH OF.—Assistant‘e Medicah 


, from the Scottish Command, 
Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Captain, April lst; Lieutenant B. 
RIDDELL, M.D., from the Argyll and Sutherland Bearer Company, 
Royal Army Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Captain, April lst. 

Second Lowland Field Ambulance. —Surgeon-Major A. D. Morrat, 
from the 3rd (The Blytheswood) Volunteer Battalion the Highland 
ae Infantry, to be Lieutenant-Colonel, April 1st; Surgeon-Captain 


Glasgow Companies, Royal Army | 


_ Officer of Health. Salary, £300 per annum. 
TEIGNMOUTH HOSPITAL, South Devon.—House-Surgeon. Salary,, 
£70 per annum. 
WEST LONDON HOSPITAL.—Two House- Physicians and three: 
House-Surgeons. 


| WEST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE.—Assistant to County Medical 


P. F. SHaw, fromthe Ist Volunteer Battalion the Highland Light 


Infantry, to be Captain, with precedence as in the Volunteer Force, 
April lst; Surgeon-Captain J. McKir, M.B., from the 5th (Glasgow 
Highland) Volunteer Battalion the Highland Light Infantry, to be 
with precedence as in the Volunteer Force, April lst. The 

pe tl officers, from the Scottish Command, Glasgow Com- 
panies, Royal Army Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Captains, with 
precedence as in the Volunteer Force, April lst: Captain M. DUNNING, 
M.B., and Captain W. A. Burns. Lieutenant J. A. H. AITKEN, M.B., 
from the Highland Light Infantry Bearer Company, Royal Army 
Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Lieutenant, with precedence as in the 
Volunteer Force, April lst; Lieutenant J. K. Parrick, M.B., from the 
Scottish Command, Glasgow Companies, Royal Army Medical Corps 
(Volunteers), to be Lieutenant, with precedence as in the -Volunteer 
Force, April- lst; Lieutenant D. SHANNON, M.B., from the Scottish 
Command, Glasgow Companies, Royal Army Medical Corps (Volun- 
teers), to be Lieutenant, with precedence as in the Volunteer Force, 


April 1st. 
Second Welsh Field Ambulance.—Captain A. W. SHEEN, M.D., from 


the Welsh Bearer Company, Royal Army Medical Corps (Volunteers), to | 


be Major, April lst; Captain E. J. R. Evatt, M.B., from the Welsh 


Bearer Company, Royal Army Medical Corps. (Volunteers), to be Cap- | 


tain,- with precedence as in the Volunteer Force, April lst ; Surgeon- 
Captain C. R. Wurre, from the 3rd Volunteer Battalion the Welsh 
Regiment, to be Captain, with precedence as in the Volunteer Force, 
April lst; Lieutenant H. T. SAMUEL, from the Welsh Bearer Company, 


Royal Army Medical Corps (Volunteers), to be Captain, April lst; 
A. 8. J. PEARSE to be Lieutenant, April 18th; G. M. A. THomas to be 
Lieutenant, April 23rd. 


Third West Riding Field Ambulance.—Surgeon-Major S. ADAIR, M.B., 
from the lst (Sheffield) Yorkshire (West Riding), Royal Engineers 
(Volunteers), to be Lieutenant-Colonel, April lst;:F. A. HADLEY (late 
Surgeon-Captain 13th Battalion Imperial Yeomanry), to be. Captain, 
April lst ;'\J. W. Sroxes to be Lieutenant, April lst; H. G. M. HENRy to 
be Lieutenant, April lst; E. F. oy Lieutenant, April 6th ; C. G. 
MuRrRay to be Lieutenant, April 10th; E. F. SKINNER to be Lieutenant, 


April 11th. 
Medical officers of the late Volunteer Force who do not desire to be 


transferred: to the Territorial Royal Army Medical Corps, and who 
wish to remain merely as medical officers of units, are to be 
gazetted to those units with their old rank and compound title. Those 
who desire transfer to the Royal Army Medical Corps will be gazetted 
to that corps, and be attached to the unit with which they wish to 
serve. 


Bacancies and Appointments. 


This list of pnigiaes ts compiled from our advertisement columns, 
where full particulars will be found. To ensure notice in this column, 
must be received not later than the first post on Wed- 


rning. 
ee VACANCIES.. 


BIRMINGHAM CITY FEVER HOSPITAL.— Assistant Medical Officer. 
Salary, £120 per annum. 

BRISTOL ROYAL INFIRMARY.—Resident Junior House-Surgeon 
and Resident Casualty Officer. Salaries at the rate of £50 per 
annum. Also Honorary Assistant Anaesthetist. 

CHESTERFIELD AND NORTH DEVONSHIRE HOSPITAL.—Junior 
House-Surgeon. Salary, £60 per annum. ; 
CHRISTIAN INSTITUTION FOR EPILEPTIC CHILDREN, Ling- 

field, Surrey.—Medical Woman as Resident Officer. Salary, £75 per 


annum. : ; 

CITY OF LONDON HOSPITAL FOR DISEASES OF THE CHEST, 
Victoria Park, E.—House-Physician, male. Salary at the rate of 
£50 per annum. 

DEVONPORT ROYAL HOSPITAL AND EYE INFIRMARY.— 
Assistant Resident Medical Officer. Salary at the rate of £50 per 
annum. 

DEVONSHIRE HOSPITAL, Buxton.— Assistant House-Surgeon. 
Salary, £70 per annum. ‘ 

HALIFAX ROYAL INFIRMARY.—Third House-Surgeon. Salary, 

per annum. 

HAMPSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL.—Two Assistant County Medical 
Officers of Health. Salary, £250 per annum and allowances. 

HEREFORD CITY.—Medical Officer of Health. Salary, £500 per 


ISLE OF ELY.—Medical Inspector of School Children. Salary at the 
rate of £250 per annum. ; 

LONDON THROAT HOSPITAL, W.—House-Surgeon. _Honorarium at? 
the rate of- £50 per annum. 

LOUGH PENBARY.- AND DISTRICT GENERAL HOSPITAL AND 
— ARY.— Resident House-Surgeon. Salary, £100 per 


MAIDSTONE : WEST KENT GENERAL HOSPITAL. — Assistant 
House-Surgeon.- Salary, £60 per annum. 

MANCHESTER: :ANCOATS HOSPITAL.—Resident House-Physician. 
Salary, £80 per annum. R 

MANCHESTER CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL.—Assistant Medicat Officer 
(male). Salary, £100 per annum. 

NATIONAL SOCIETY FOR THE PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO 
oe ea Medical Inspector. Salary, £200 per annum, rising 








to £300. 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE EYE INFIRMARY. —House-Surgeon. Salary, 
£100 per annum. 
ST. GEORGE'S HOSPITAL.—Resident Anaesthetist. Salary at the 
rate of £100 per annum. 
ST. Ee HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN AND CHILDREN, Plaistow, 
1) Senior - Resident Medica] -Officer;. (2) Assistant Resident 
Modival Officer. Salary at the rate of £100 and £80 per annum 
respectively. 


\ 


Officer. Salary, £300 per annum. 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND STAFFORDSHIRE GENERAL HOS- 
PITAL.—House-Surgeon. Salary, £80 perannum. > 

WONFORD HOUSE HOSPITAL FOR INSANE, Exeter.—Assistant. 
Medical Officer. Salary £200, rising to £250 in six months. 

CERTIFYING FACTORY SURGEON.—The Chief Inspector of’ 
Factories announces a vacancy at Rugby, co. Warwick. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Bovey, T. W. W., L.R.C.P., M.R.C.S., District Medical Officer to the 
Tonbridge Union. 

CORNER, Edred M., M.C.Cantab., F.R.C.S.Eng., ‘Surgeon in Charge of: 
In-patients, Great Ormond Street Hospital for Children, W.C. 

Fox, R., L.R.C.P.Edin., L.R.C.S.Edin., District Medical Officer to the: 
Neath Union. 

Grimson, K. C., M.B., Ch.B.Edin., Medical Officer to the Witham Urban 
District. 

GREEN, A., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., Certifying Factory Surgeon for the: 
Chesterfield District, co. Derby. 

HAMILTON, Louisa, M.D.Lond., B.S., Clinical Assistant to St. John’s. 
Hospital for Diseases of the Skin, Leicester Square, W.C. 


| HATFIELD, R., M.R.C.S., M.D., D.P.H., District Medical Officer to the 


Skipton Union. 

HENDERSON, W. E., Medical Officer to the Westmorland Education: 
Committee. 

JOHNSON, J. T., District Medical Officer to the Brackley Union. 

JOHNSTON, B. M. Z., Female Assistant Resident Medical Officer to the 
-Toxteth Park Township Workhouse Infirmary. 

LarrD, John N, M.D., D.P.H.Dubl., Medical Officer to Great Central' 
Railway at ‘Macclesfield. 

Luoyp, D. G., Medical Officer to the Newcastle-in-Emlyn District and 
Workhouse. 

Morazis, W. D. J., Distwict Medical Officer to the Cardiff Union. 


| Ranson, W. E., Medical Officer to the Bosmere and Claydon Union 


Children’s Home. 

RErpy, W. A., District Medical Officer to the Bedwellty Union. 

RIDDELL, J. Scott, M.V.O., M.A., M.B., C.M., Examiner in Surgery in: 
the University of Aberdeen. 

SuHaw, J. R., M.B., Ch.B.Glas., Female Medical Officer to the Burnley 
Union Workhouse. 


| SHIELDs, G., M.B., C.M.Edin., Medical Officer of Health to the Queens-- 


bury Urban District. 


| Srpson, G.S., F.R.C.S., Visiting Surgeon to the Sheffield Union Poor-- 


Law Hospital. 


| Stsam, W., M.D., B.Sc., D.P.H.,'’ Medical Officer of Health to the 


Handsworth Urban District. 

SPURRELL, H. G. F., M.B.Oxon., First Assistant Physiological 
Laboratory, Tulane University, New Orleans, U.S.A. 

Stamp, W. D., M.R.C.S.,:L.R.C.P., Medical Officer to the Plympton 
Union Workhouse and Infirmary, and Public Vaccinator to the: 
Plympton St. Mary Union. 

WALES, E. G., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., Certifying Factory Surgeon for the 
Downham Market District, co. Norfolk. 

WARREN, W. 'P., L.R.C.P., L.R.C.S.Edin., Medical Officer of Health to 
the Enfield Urban District. 


| Woop, A. Hamilton, M.D., D.P.H., Assistant "Medical Officer of Health 





and Inspector of School Children to the County of Warwick. 
WRIGHT, C. H., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., District Medical Officer to the- 
Towcester Union. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


The charge for inserting announcements of Births, Marriages, and. 
Deaths ts 3s. 6d., which sum should be forwarded in post-office orders 
or stamps with the notice not later than Wednesday morning, in order 
to ensure tnsertion in the current issue. 

BIRTH. 


WARING.—On July 28th, at Alverstoke, Hants, to the wife of Major 
A. H. Waring, Royal Army Medical Corps, a son. 


DEATHS. 


JONES.—On July 25th, at St. David’s, Pembury, Kent, John Talfourd 
Jones, M.B.Lond., M.R.C.S., late of Brecon, South Wales, after 
years of illness’ borne with much fortitude, aged 71. 

TREVELYAN.—At Exton Lodge, Saxe Weimar Road, Southsea, on July’ 
aaa eo Riddell Trevelyan Trevelyan, L.R.C.P., M.R.C.S... 
age 


DIARY FOR THE WEEK. 


POST-GRADUATE COURSES AND LECTURES. 

Post-GRADUATE COLLEGE, West London Hospital, Hammersmith: 
d, W. —The following are the arrangements for next: 

week: Daily,-2 p.m., Medical and Surgical Clinics, 

X Rays; 2.30 p.m., operations (Monday excepted). Wed- 

nesday,: Thursday, and Saturday, 2 p.m., Diseases of 

the. Eyes.. Tuesday and Friday, 10 a.m., Gynaeco- 

logical Operations; 2 p.m. (Wednesday and. Saturday, 

10a.m.), Diseases of the Throat, Nose, and Ear; 2.30 p.m..,, 
Diseases of the Skin. Wednesday and ‘Saturday, 

= Sn .m.,, Diseases of Children; 2.30 p.m., Diseases of 

omen. 
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